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COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION 


House of Representatives, 
Committee on Armed Services, 
Washington, DC, Wednesday, January 14, 2015. 

The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10:04 a.m., in room 
2118, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. William M. “Mac” 
Thornberry (chairman of the committee) presiding. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. WILLIAM M. “MAC” THORN- 

BERRY, A REPRESENTATIVE FROM TEXAS, CHAIRMAN, COM- 
MITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The Chairman. The committee will come to order. Let me wel- 
come all new and returning members to the House Armed Services 
Committee. We are going to have votes here in a few minutes, so 
I don’t want to have too much conversation here to begin with, but 
I just want to say that this committee has a bipartisan tradition 
of providing for our country’s defense. 

And that plaque right there down on the front reminds us of Ar- 
ticle I, Section 8, and that it is the Congress that has the power 
to raise and support armies, to provide and maintain a navy, to 
make rules for the government and regulation of land and naval 
forces. That is a substantial responsibility the Constitution puts on 
our shoulders, and I know that all members of this committee feel 
that responsibility. 

The portrait right there to the right of the television is Carl Vin- 
son, for whom this committee room is named. And he said, we have 
a moral obligation to ensure that troops that go into danger have 
the best equipment and training in the world. And I know that all 
of us feel that responsibility pretty acutely as well. 

We have got a lot of work cut out for us. The world is a complex 
and dangerous place. But I am very optimistic that the members 
of this committee are going to rise to meet our responsibility this 
year, and I look forward to it. We have got a lot of talent on this 
committee, and we are going to do a lot of good. 

With that, let me yield to the distinguished ranking member, the 
gentleman from Washington, Mr. Smith. 

STATEMENT OF HON. ADAM SMITH, A REPRESENTATIVE FROM 

WASHINGTON, RANKING MEMBER, COMMITTEE ON ARMED 

SERVICES 

Mr. Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And welcome also to all 
returning and new members. 

And I agree with everything the chairman said about this com- 
mittee, how important it is, the work we do, and what a privilege 
it is to serve on it. 


( 1 ) 
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I am very proud about two things about this committee. Number 
one, I always say that it is the most bipartisan committee in Con- 
gress, and of course always add quickly that is not very hard to ac- 
complish. But we are even more bipartisan than that. We work 
closely together on these issues in a way that no other committee 
I have ever served on does. And I think that gives us a real oppor- 
tunity on this committee to get things done. 

And that is the second thing about this committee, is we get 
something done every year, which, gosh, not even the appropriators 
can say anymore. Fifty-three straight years we have produced a 
National Defense Authorization Act, which is an incredibly impor- 
tant piece of legislation, that basically makes sure that the men 
and women who are serving and defending our country have the 
training, equipment, and everything they need to perform the mis- 
sions that we ask them to perform. 

And I think those two things are connected, the bipartisanship 
and the fact that we pass that bill every year. It is amazing what 
you can get done when you know you have to get it done, when 
there is not an option of just walking away. We find a way to get 
it done. 

I think, also, the last thing I want to say about this committee 
is we are blessed with the most amazing staff in Congress, on both 
sides, bipartisan folks do an unbelievable amount of work. And the 
bill usually is roughly 1,500, 1,600 pages, spend somewhere be- 
tween $500 billion and $600 billion, and has an endless amount of 
detail, which even the brightest amongst you here on the com- 
mittee, I don’t think you could truthfully say that you know abso- 
lutely every word that is in it. It is difficult and complicated. But 
the staff takes care of us and they take care of the bill and they 
do an incredible job. So give the staff a round of applause to get 
things started out here and thank them for the great work they do. 

And actually there is one more thing I want to say. I have had 
the privilege of working with Chairman Thornberry for a long time 
in this committee. We were chair and ranking on a subcommittee 
for a while a few years back. This committee could not have a bet- 
ter chairman, both to uphold those traditions that I just mentioned 
and just to bring a level of expertise and commitment to the issues 
in national security. So it is a privilege to be working with Mac in 
his new capacity as chairman. I congratulate him on that. Your 
caucus made an outstanding choice. So I look forward to a produc- 
tive year, and with that I yield back. 

The Chairman. Well, let me thank you, I appreciate those kind 
words at the end. It is true, Mr. Smith and I have worked together 
in various capacities over the years, and I have no doubt in this 
capacity we are going to work really well together. We may not al- 
ways agree, but I have tremendous respect for his insights and his 
commitment to the people who serve our country. So I look forward 
to that as well. 

Normally at this meeting we take some time to introduce the 
new members of the committee. Because we have a short time- 
frame today, I don’t want to hurry through that or not get our es- 
sential business done. So we are going to forego that this time. We 
are going to do that for the first hearing that we have where we 
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properly introduce the new members of the committee. But we are 
really pleased to have you all with us. 

And so, we are going to go ahead and get on to business. And 
I want to call up Committee Resolution Number 1, regarding the 
committee rules for the 114th Congress. 

The clerk shall report the resolution. 

Ms. SiMLER. Committee Resolution Number 1: Resolved, That the 
Committee on Armed Services, U.S. House of Representatives, 
adopt the committee rules for 114th Congress, which are stated in 
the copy distributed to each Member. 

The Chairman. These rules are largely the same as they have 
been before. We have worked with Mr. Smith and his folks on a 
few changes. I want to ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
be considered as read and therefore open for amendment at any 
point. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

[The following information was submitted for the record.] 
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RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
114™ CONGRESS 


RULE 1 . GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(a) The Rules of the House of Representatives are the rules of the Committee on Armed 
Services (hereinafter referred to in these rules as the "Committee") and its subcommittees 
so far as applicable. 

(b) Pursuant to clause 2(a)(2) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
Committee's rules shall be publicly available in electronic form and published in the 
Congressional Record not later than 30 days after the chair of the committee is elected in 
each odd-numbered year. 

RULE 2. FULL COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

(a) fhe Committee shall meet every Wednesday at 10:00 a.m., when the House of 
Representatives is in session, and at such other times as may be fixed by the Chairman of 
the Committee (hereinafter referred to as the "Chairman"), or by written request of 
members of the Committee pursuant to clause 2(c) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. 

(b) A Wednesday meeting of the Committee may be dispensed with by the Chairman, but 
such action may be reversed by a written request of a majority of the members of the 
Committee. 

RULE 3. SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING DATES 

Each subcommittee is authorized to meet, hold hearings, receive evidence, and report to 
the Committee on all matters referred to it. Insofar as possible, meetings of the 
Committee and its subcommittees shall not conflict. A subcommittee Chairman shall set 
meeting dates after consultation with the Chairman, other subcommittee Chairmen, and 
the Ranking Minority Member of the subcommittee with a view toward avoiding, 
whenever possible, simultaneous scheduling of Committee and subcommittee meetings 
or hearings. 

RULE 4. JURISDICTION AND MEMBERSHIP OF COMMITTEE AND 
SUBCOMMITTEES 

(a) Jurisdiction 

(1) The Committee retains jurisdiction of all subjects listed in clause 1(c) and clause 3(b) 
of rule X of the Rules of the House of Representatives and retains exclusive jurisdiction 
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for: defense policy generally, ongoing military operations, the organization and reform of 
the Department of Defense and Department of Energy, counter-drug programs, security 
and humanitarian assistance (except special operations-related activities) of the 
Department of Defense, acquisition and industrial base policy, technology transfer and 
export controls, joint interoperability, detainee affairs and policy, force protection policy 
and inter-agency reform as it pertains to the Department of Defense and the nuclear 
weapons programs of the Department of Energy. In addition the committee will be 
responsible for intelligence policy (including coordination of military intelligence 
programs), national intelligence programs, and Department of Defense elements that are 
part of the Intelligence Community. While subcommittees are provided jurisdictional 
responsibilities in subparagraph (2), the Committee retains the right to exercise oversight 
and legislative jurisdiction over all subjects within its purc'iew under rule X of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives. 

(2) The Committee shall be organized to consist of seven standing subcommittees 
with the following jurisdictions: 

Subcommittee on Tactical Air and Land Forces: All Army, Air Force and Marine 
Corps acquisition programs (except Marine Corps amphibious assault vehicle 
programs, strategic missiles, space, lift programs, special operations, science and 
technology programs, and information technology accounts) and the associated 
weapons systems sustainment. In addition, the subcommittee will be responsible for 
Navy and Marine Corps aviation programs and the associated weapons systems 
sustainment. National Guard and Army, Air Force and Marine Corps Reserve 
modernization, and ammunition programs. 

Subcommittee on Militaiy Personnel: Military personnel policy, Reserve Component 
integration and employment issues, military health care, military education, and 
POW/MIA issues. In addition, the subcommittee will be responsible for Morale, 
Welfare and Recreation issues and programs. 

Subcommittee on Readiness: Military readiness, training, logistics and maintenance 
issues and programs. In addition, the subcommittee will be responsible for all 
military construction, depot policy, civilian personnel policy, environmental policy, 
installations and family housing issues, including the base closure process, and 
energy policy and programs of the Department of Defense. 

Subcommittee on Seapower and Projection Forces: Navy acquisition programs, Naval 
Reserve equipment, and Marine Corps amphibious assault vehicle programs (except 
strategic weapons, space, special operations, science and technology programs, and 
information technology programs), deep strike bombers and related systems, lift 
programs, seaborne unmanned aerial systems and the associated weapons systems 
sustainment. In addition, the subcommittee will be responsible for Maritime 
programs under the jurisdiction of the Committee as delineated in paragraphs 5 and 9 
of clause 1(c) of rule X of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 
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Subcommittee on Strategic Forces: Strategic weapons (except deep strike bombers 
and related systems), spaec programs (ineluding national intelligcnec space 
programs), ballistic missile defense, the associated weapons systems sustainment, the 
Cooperative Threat Reduction program, and Department of Energy national security 
programs. 

Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and Capabilities: Defense-wide and joint 
enabling activities and programs to include: Special Operations Forces; counter- 
proliferation and counter-terrorism programs and initiatives; science and technology 
policy and programs; information technology programs; homeland defense and 
Department of Defense related consequence management programs; related 
intelligence support; and other enabling programs and activities to include cyber 
operations, strategic communications, and information operations. 

Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations: Any matter within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee, subject to the concurrence of the Chairman of the Committee and, as 
appropriate, affected subcommittee chairmen. The subcommittee shall have no 
legislative jurisdiction. 

(b) Membership of the Subcommittees 

( 1 ) Subcommittee memberships, with the exception of membership on the 
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations, shall be filled in accordance with the 
rules of the Majority party’s conference and the Minority party’s caucus, respectively. 

(2) The Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of the Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations shall be filled in accordance with the rules of the 
Majority party’s conference and the Minority party’s caucus, respectively. Consistent 
with the party ratios established by the Majority party, all other Majority members of 
the subcommittee shall be appointed by the Chairman of the Committee, and all other 
Minority members shall be appointed by the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee. 

(3) The Chairman of the Committee and Ranking Minority Member thereof may 
sit as ex officio members of all subcommittees. Ex officio members shall not vote in 
subcommittee hearings or meetings or he taken into consideration for the purpose of 
determining the ratio of the subcommittees or establishing a quorum at subcommittee 
hearings or meetings. 

(4) A member of the Committee who is not a member of a particular 
subcommittee may sit with the subcommittee and participate during any of its 
hearings but shall not have authority to vote, cannot be counted for the purpose of 
achieving a quorum, and cannot raise a point of order at the hearing, 

RULE 5 . COMMITTEE PANELS AND TASK FORCES 


3 
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(a) Committee Panels 

( 1 ) The Chairman may designate a panel of the Committee consisting of 
members of the Committee to inquire into and take testimony on a matter or matters 
that fall within the jurisdiction of more than one subcommittee and to report to the 
Committee. 

(2) No panel appointed by the Chairman shall continue in existence for more than 
six months after the appointment. A panel .so appointed may, upon the expiration of 
six months, be reappointed by the Chairman for a period of time which is not to 
exceed six months. 

(3) Consistent with the party ratios established by the Majority party, all Majority 
members of the panels shall be appointed by the Chairman of the Committee, and all 
Minority members shall be appointed by the Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee. The Chairman of the Committee shall choose one of the Majority 
members so appointed who does not currently chair another subcommittee of the 
Committee to serve as Chairman of the panel. The Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee shall similarly choose the Ranking Minority Member of the panel. 

(4) No panel shall have legislative jurisdiction. 

(b) Committee and Subcommittee Task Forces 

( 1 ) The Chaimian of the Committee, or a Chairman of a subcommittee with the 
concurrence of the Chairman of the Committee, may designate a task force to inquire 
into and take testimony on a matter that falls within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
or subcommittee, respectively. The Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee or subcommittee shall each appoint an equal number of members to the 
task force. The Chairman of the Committee or subcommittee shall choose one of the 
members so appointed, who does not currently chair another subcommittee of the 
Committee, to serve as Chairman of the task force. The Ranking Minority Member 
of the Committee or subcommittee shall similarly appoint the Ranking Minority 
Member of the task force. 

(2) No task force appointed by the Chairman of the Committee or subcommittee 
shall continue in existence for more than three months. A task force may only be 
reappointed for an additional three months with the written concurrence of the 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of the C ommittee or subcommittee whose 
Chairman appointed the task force. 

(3) No task force shall have legislative jurisdiction. 

RULE 6. REFERENCE AND CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATION 
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(a) The Chairman shall refer legislation and other matters to the appropriate 
subcommittee or to the full Committee. 

(b) Legislation shall be taken up for a hearing or markup only when called by the 
Chairman of the Committee or subcommittee, as appropriate, or by a majority of the 
Committee or subcommittee, as appropriate. 

(c) The Chairman, with approval of a majority vote of a quorum of the Committee, shall 
have authority to discharge a subcommittee from consideration of any measure or matter 
referred thereto and have such measure or matter considered by the Committee. 

(d) Reports and recommendations of a subcommittee may not be considered by the 
Committee until after the intervention of three calendar days from the time the report is 
approved by the subcommittee and available to the members of the Committee, except 
that this rule may be waived by a majority vote of a quorum of the Committee. 

(e) The Chairman, in consultation with the Ranking Minority Member, shall establish 
criteria for recommending legislation and other matters to be considered by the House of 
Representatives, pursuant to clause 1 of rule XV of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. Such criteria shall not conflict with the Rules of the House of 
Representatives and other applicable rules. 

RULE 7. PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT OF HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 

(a) Pursuant to clause 2(g)(3) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
Chairman of the Committee, or of any subcommittee, panel, or task force, shall make a 
public announcement of the date, place, and subject matter of any hearing or meeting 
before that body at least one week before the commencement of a hearing and at least 
three days before the commencement of a meeting. However, if the Chairman of the 
Committee, or of any subcommittee, panel, or task force, with the concurrence of the 
respective Ranking Minority Member, determines that there is good cause to begin the 
hearing or meeting sooner, or if the Committee, subcommittee, panel, or task force so 
determines by majority vote, a quorum being present for the transaction of business, such 
chairman shall make the announcement at the earliest possible date. Any announcement 
made under this rule shall be promptly published in the Daily Digest, promptly entered 
into the committee scheduling service of the House Information Resources, and promptly 
made publicly available in electronic form. 

(b) At least 24 hours prior to the commencement of a meeting for the markup of 
legislation, or at the time of an announcement under paragraph (a) made within 24 hours 
before such meeting, the Chairman of the Committee, or of any subcommittee, panel, or 
task force shall cause the text of such measure or matter to be made publicly available in 
electronic form as provided in clause 2(g)(4) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. 

RULE 8. BROADCASTING OF COMMITTEE HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 
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(a) Pursuant to clause 2(e)(5) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
Committee shall, to the maximum extent practicable, provide audio and video coverage 
of each hearing or meeting for the transaction of business in a manner that allows the 
public to easily listen to and view the proceedings. The Committee shall maintain the 
recordings of such coverage in a manner that is easily accessible to the public. 

(b) Clause 4 of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives shall apply to the 
Committee. 

RULE 9. MEETINGS AND I lEARINGS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 

(a) Each hearing and meeting for the transaction of business, including the markup of 
legislation, conducted by the Committee, or any subcommittee, panel, or task force, to the 
extent that the respective body is authorized to conduct markups, shall be open to the 
public except when the Committee, subcommittee, panel, or task force in open session 
and with a majority being present, determines by record vote that all or part of the 
remainder of that hearing or meeting on that day shall be in executive session because 
disclosure of testimony, evidence, or other matters to be considered would endanger the 
national security, would compromise sensitive law enforcement information, or would 
violate any law or rule of the House of Representatives. Notwithstanding the 
requirements of the preceding sentence, a majority of those present, there being in 
attendance no fewer than two members of the Committee, subcommittee, panel, or task 
force may vote to close a hearing or meeting for the sole purpose of discussing w'hether 
testimony or evidence to be received w'ould endanger the national security, would 
compromise sensitive law enforcement infonnation, or would violate any law or rule of 
the 1 louse of Representatives. If the decision is to proceed in executive session, the vote 
must be by record vote and in open session, a majority of the Committee, subcommittee, 
panel, or task force being present. 

(b) Whenever it is asserted by a member of the Committee or subcommittee that the 
evidence or testimony at a hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate any 
person, or it is asserted by a witness that the evidence or testimony that the witness would 
give at a hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate the witness, 
notwithstanding the requirements of (a) and the provisions of clause 2(g)(2) of rule XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, such evidence or testimony shall be presented 
in executive session, if by a majority vote of those present, there being in attendance no 
fewer than two members of the Committee or subcommittee, the Committee or 
subcommittee determines that such evidence may tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate 
any person. A majority of those present, there being in attendance no fewer than two 
members of the Committee or subcommittee may also vote to close the hearing or 
meeting for the sole purpose ofdiscussing whether evidence or testimony to be received 
would tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate any person. The Committee or 
subcommittee shall proceed to receive such testimony in open session only if the 
Committee or subcommittee, a majority being present, determines that such evidence or 
testimony will not tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate any person. 
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(c) Notwithstanding the foregoing, and with the approval of the Chairman, each member 
of the Committee may designate by letter to the Chairman, one member of that member's 
personal staff, and an alternate, which may include fellows, with Top Secret security 
clearance to attend hearings of the Committee, or that member's subcommittee(s), 
panel(s), or task force(s) (excluding briefings or meetings held under the provisions of 
committee rule 9(a)), which have been closed under the provisions of rule 9(a) above for 
national security purposes for the taking of testimony. The attendance of such a staff 
member or fellow at such hearings is subject to the approval of the Committee, 
subcommittee, panel, or task force as dictated by national security requirements at that 
time. The attainment of any required security clearances is the responsibility of individual 
members of the Committee. 

(d) Pursuant to clause 2(g)(2) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, no 
Member, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner may be excluded from nonparticipatory 
attendance at any hearing of the Committee or a subcommittee, unless the House of 
Representatives shall by majority vote authorize the Committee or subcommittee, for 
purposes of a particular series of hearings on a particular article of legislation or on a 
particular subject of investigation, to close its hearings to Members, Delegates, and the 
Resident Commissioner by the same procedures designated in this rule for closing 
hearings to the public. 

(e) The Committee or the subcommittee may vote, by the same procedure, to meet in 
executive session for up to five additional consecutive days of hearings. 

RULE 10. QUORUM 

(a) For purposes of taking testimony and receiving evidence, two members shall 
constitute a quorum. 

(b) One-third of the members of the Committee or subcommittee shall constitute a 
quorum for taking any action, with the following exceptions, in which case a majority of 
the Committee or subcommittee shall constitute a quorum: 

( 1 ) Reporting a measure or recommendation; 

(2) Closing Committee or subcommittee meetings and hearings to the public; 

(3) Authorizing the issuance of subpoenas; 

(4) Authorizing the use of executive session material; and 

(5) Voting to proceed in open session after voting to close to discuss whether 
evidence or testimony to be received would tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate 
any person. 
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(c) No measure or recommendation shall be reported to the House of Representatives 
unless a majority of the Committee is actually present. 

RULE 1 1 . THE FIVE-MINUTE RULE 

(a) Subject to rule 1 5, the time any one member may address the Committee or 
subcommittee on any measure or matter under consideration shall not exceed five 
minutes and then only when the member has been recognized by the Chairman or 
subcommittee chairman, as appropriate, except that this time limit may be exceeded by 
unanimous consent. Any member, upon request, shall be recognized for not more than 
five minutes to address the Committee or subcommittee on behalf of an amendment 
which the member has offered to any pending bill or resolution. The five-minute 
limitation shall not apply to the Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee or subcommittee. 

(b) (1) Members who are present at a hearing of the Committee or subcommittee when a 
hearing is originally convened shall be recognized by the Chairman or subcommittee 
chairman, as appropriate, in order of seniority. Those members arriving subsequently 
shall be recognized in order of their arrival. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Chairman 
and the Ranking Minority Member will take precedence upon their arrival. In 
recognizing members to question witnesses in this fashion, the Chairman shall take into 
consideration the ratio of the Majority to Minority members present and shall establish 
the order of recognition for questioning in such a manner as not to disadvantage the 
members of either party. 

(2) Pursuant to rule 4 and subject to rale 1 5, a member of the Committee who is 
not a member of a subcommittee may be recognized by a subcommittee chairman in 
order of their arrival and after all present subcommittee members have been 
recognized. 

(3) The Chairman of the Committee or a subcommittee, with the concurrence of 
the respective Ranking Minority Member, may depart with the regular order for 
questioning which is specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this rule provided that such 
a decision is announced prior to the hearing or prior to the opening statements of the 
witnesses and that any such departure applies equally to the Majority and the 
Minority. 

(c) No person other than a Member, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner of Congress 
and committee staff may be seated in or behind the dais area during Committee, 
subcommittee, panel, or task force hearings and meetings. 

RULE 1 2. POWER TO SIT AND ACT; SUBPOENA POWER 


(a) For the purpose of carrying out any of its functions and duties under rules X and XI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives, the Committee and any subcommittee is 
authorized (subject to subparagraph (b)(1) of this paragraph): 
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(1 ) to sit and act at such times and places within the United States, w'hether the 
House is in session, has recessed, or has adjourned, and to hold hearings, and 

(2) to require by subpoena, or otherwise, the attendance and testimony of such 
witnesses and the production of such books, records, correspondence, memorandums, 
papers and documents, including, but not limited to, those in electronic form, as it 
considers necessary. 

{b)(l) A subpoena may be authorized and issued by the Committee, or any subcommittee 
with the concurrence of the full Committee Chairman and after consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee, under subparagraph (a)(2) in the conduct 
of any investigation, or series of investigations or activities, only when authorized by a 
majority of the members voting, a majority of the Committee or subcommittee being 
present. Authorized subpoenas shall be signed only by the Chairman, or by any member 
designated by the Committee. 

(2) Pursuant to clause 2(m) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, compliance with any subpoena issued by the Committee or any 
subcommittee under subparagraph (a)(2) may be enforced only as authorized or 
directed by the House of Representatives. 

RULE 13. WITNESS STATEMENTS 

(a) Any prepared statement to be presented by a witness to the Committee or a 
subcommittee shall be submitted to the Committee or subcommittee at least 48 hours in 
advance of presentation and shall be distributed to all members of the Committee or 
subcommittee as soon as practicable but not less than 24 hours in advance of 
presentation. A copy of any such prepared statement shall also be submitted to the 
Committee in electronic fomi. If a prepared statement contains national security 
information bearing a classification of Confidential or higher, the statement shall be made 
available in the Committee rooms to all members of the Committee or subcommittee as 
soon as practicable but not less than 24 hours in advance of presentation; how'ever, no 
such statement shall be removed from the Committee offices. The requirement of this 
rule may be waived by a majority vote of the Committee or subcommittee, a quorum 
being present. In cases where a witness does not submit a statement by the time required 
under this rule, the Chairman of the Committee or subcommittee, as appropriate, with the 
concurrence of the respective Ranking Minority Member, may elect to exclude the 
witness from the hearing. 

(b) The Committee and each subcommittee shall require each witness who is to appear 
before it to file with the Committee in advance of his or her appearance a written 
statement of the proposed testimony and to limit the oral presentation at such appearance 
to a brief summary of the submitted written statement. 
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(c) Pursuant to clause 2(g)(5) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, 
written witness statements, with appropriate redactions to protect the privacy of the 
witness, shall be made publicly available in electronic form not later than one day after 
the witness appears. 

RULE 1 4. ADMINISTERING OATHS TO WITNESSES 

(a) The Chairman, or any member designated by the Chairman, may administer oaths to 
any witness. 

(b) Witnesses, when sworn, shall subscribe to the following oath: 

"Do you solemnly swear (or affirm) that the testimony you will give 
before this Committee (or subcommittee) in the matters now' under 
consideration will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God?" 

RULE 15. QUESTIONING OF WITNESSES 

(a) When a witness is before the Committee or a subcommittee, members of the 
Committee or subcommittee may put questions to the witness only when recognized by 
the Chairman or subcommittee chairman, as appropriate, for that purpose according to 
rule 1 1 of the C ommittee. 

(b) Members of the Committee or subcommittee who so desire shall have not more than 
five minutes to question each witness or panel of witnesses, the responses of the witness 
or witnesses being included in the five-minute period, until such time as each member 
has had an opportunity to question each witness or panel of witnesses. Thereafter, 
additional rounds for questioning witnesses by members are within the discretion of the 
Chairman or subcommittee chairman, as appropriate. 

(c) Questions put to witnesses before the Committee or subcommittee shall be pertinent 
to the measure or matter that may be before the Committee or subcommittee for 
consideration. 

RULE 1 6. PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE HEARINGS AND MARKUPS 

The transcripts of those hearings conducted by the Committee, subcommittee, or panel 
will be published olTicially in substantially verbatim form, with the material requested for 
the record inserted at that place requested, or at the end of the record, as appropriate. The 
transcripts of markups conducted by the Committee or any subcommittee may be 
published officially in verbatim form. Any requests to correct any errors, other than 
those in transcription, will be appended to the record, and the appropriate place where the 
change is requested will be footnoted. Any transcript published under this rule shall 
include the results of record votes conducted in the session covered by the transcript and 
shall also include materials that have been submitted for the record and are covered under 
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rule 19. The handling and safekeeping of these materials shall fully satisfy the 
requirements of rule 20. No transcript of an executive session conducted under rule 9 
shall be published under this rule. 

RULE 1 7. VOTING AND ROLLCALLS 

(a) Voting on a measure or matter may be by record vote, division vote, voice vote, or 
unanimous consent. 

(b) A record vote shall be ordered upon the request of one-fifth of those members present. 

(c) No vote by any member of the Committee or a subcommittee with respect to any 
measure or matter shall be cast by proxy. 

(d) In the event of a vote or votes, when a member is in attendance at any other 
committee, subcommittee, or conference committee meeting during that time, the 
necessary absence of that member shall be so noted in the record vote record, upon timely 
notification to the Chairman by that member. 

(e) The Chairman of the Committee or a subcommittee, as appropriate, with the 
concurrence of the Ranking Minority Member or the most senior Minority member who 
is present at the time, may elect to postpone requested record votes until such time or 
point at a markup as is mutually decided. When proceedings resume on a postponed 
question, notwithstanding any intervening order for the previous question, the underlying 
proposition shall remain subject to further debate or amendment to the same extent as 
when the question was postponed. 

RULE 1 8. COMMITTEE REPORTS 

(a) If, at the time of approval of any measure or matter by the Committee, any member of 
the Committee gives timely notice of intention to file supplemental, Minority, additional 
or dissenting views, all members shall be entitled to not less than two calendar days 
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays except when the House is in session 
on such days) in which to file such written and signed views with the Staff Director of the 
Committee, or the Staff Director’s designee. All such views so filed by one or more 
members of the Committee shall be included within, and shall be a part of, the report 
filed by the Committee with respect to that measure or matter. 

(b) With respect to each record vote on a motion to report any measure or matter, and on 
any amendment offered to the measure or matter, the total number of votes cast for and 
against, the names of those voting for and against, and a brief description of the question, 
shall be included in the Committee report on the measure or matter. 

(c) Not later than 24 hours after the adoption of any amendment to a measure or matter 
considered by the Committee, the Chairman shall cause the text of each such amendment 
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to be made publicly available in electronic form as provided in clause 2(e)(6) of rule XI 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

RULE 19. PUBLIC INSPECTION OF COMMITTEE ROLLCALLS 

The result of each record vote in any meeting of the Committee shall be made available 
by the Committee for inspection by the public at reasonable times in the offices of the 
Committee and also made publicly available in electronic form within 48 hours of such 
record vote pursuant to clause 2(e)(l)B(i) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. Information so available shall include a description of the amendment, 
motion, order, or other proposition and the name of each member voting for and each 
member voting against such amendment, motion, order, or proposition and the names of 
those members present but not voting. 

RULE 20. PROTECTION OF NATIONAL SECURITY AND OTHER 
INFORMATION 

(a) Except as provided in clause 2(g) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, all national security information bearing a classification of Confidential 
or higher which has been received by the Committee or a subcommittee shall be deemed 
to have been received in executive session and shall be given appropriate safekeeping. 

(b) The Chairman of the Committee shall, with the approval of a majority of the 
Committee, establish such procedures as in his judgment may be necessary to prevent the 
unauthorized disclosure of any national security information that is received W'hich is 
classified as Confidential or higher. Such procedures shall, however, ensure access to this 
information by any member of the Committee or any other Member, Delegate, or 
Resident Commissioner of the House of Representatives, staff of the Committee, or staff 
designated under rule 9(c) who have the appropriate security clearances and the need to 
know, who has requested the opportunity to review such material. 

(c) The Chairman of the Committee shall, in consultation with the Ranking Minority 
Member, establish such procedures as in his judgment may be necessary to prevent the 
unauthorized disclosure of any proprietary information that is received by the Committee, 
subcommittee, panel, or task force. Such procedures shall be consistent with the Rules of 
the House of Representatives and applicable law. 

RULE 21 . COMMITTEE STAFFING 

The stafimg of the Committee, the standing subcommittees, and any panel or task force 
designated by the Chairman or chairmen of the subcommittees shall be subject to the 
Rules of the House of Representatives. 

RULE 22. COMMITTEE RECORDS 


12 



16 


The records of the Committee at the National Archives and Records Administration shall 
be made available for public use in accordance with rule VII of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives. The Chaimian shall notify the Ranking Minority Member of any 
decision, pursuant to clause 3(b)(3) or clause 4(b) of rule VII, to withhold a record 
otherwise available, and the matter shall be presented to the Committee for a 
determination on the written request of any member of the Committee. 

RULE 23. HEARING PROCEDURES 

Clause 2(k) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives shall apply to the 
Committee. 

RULE 24. COMMITTEE ACTIVITY REPORTS 

Not later than January 2'’*' of each odd-numbered year the Committee shall submit to the 
House a report on its activities, pursuant to clause 1(d) of rule XI of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. 
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The Chairman. By way of discussion, these rules are largely the 
same that we have operated before. There are three subcommittee 
jurisdictional changes. One is to move the Merchant Marine Acad- 
emy to the Personnel Subcommittee, where all the other academies 
are. A second one is to move the Department of Energy non- 
proliferation programs and the CTR [Cooperative Threat Reduc- 
tion] program to the Strategic Forces Subcommittee so that that is 
where all the other DOE/NNSA [Department of Energy/National 
Nuclear Security Administration] programs are. And finally, the 
rules return intelligence policy and coordination to the full com- 
mittee, but I really want to work with all members to increase the 
exposure and the expertise this committee has to the Intelligence 
Community for military intelligence, and I think we can do that 
from the full committee level. 

There is also one other change in the rules, and that is required 
by the House rules changes which say that we only have to give 
one activity report per Congress rather than two. And that is ab^out 
the sum of it. 

Is there any further discussion of the committee rules? 

Are there any amendments to the committee rules? 

If there are no amendments, the chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Forbes, for the purpose of offering a motion. 

Mr. Forbes. Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt Committee Resolu- 
tion Number 1 concerning the committee rules. 

The Chairman. The question occurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. Forbes. 

So many as are in favor, say aye. 

Those opposed, say no. 

In the opinion of the chair, the ayes have it. A quorum being 
present, the motion is adopted. And without objection, a motion to 
reconsider is laid upon the table. 

Next order of business. Committee Resolution Number 2 regard- 
ing the committee’s oversight plan for the 114th Congress. I call up 
Committee Resolution Number 2 and I ask the clerk to report the 
resolution. 

Ms. SiMLER. Committee Resolution Number 2: Resolved, That the 
Committee on Armed Services, U.S. House of Representatives, 
adopt the committee oversight plan for the 114th Congress, a copy 
of which has been distributed to each Member. 

The Chairman. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be 
considered as read and open for amendment at any point. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

[The following information was submitted for the record.] 
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OVERSIGHT PLAN FOR THE H4TH CONGRESS 

Introduction 

The oversight responsibilities of the Committee on Armed Services are 
conducted throughout the calendar year. They are instrumental in the committee's 
consideration of the annual defense authorization bill, which covers the breadth of 
the operations of the Department of Defense as well as the national security 
functions of the Department of Energy and other related areas. The annual 
national defense budget involves mUhons of military and civilian personnel, 
thousands of facilities, and hundreds of agencies, departments, and commands 
located throughout the world. Contingency operations related to the global war on 
terrorism will continue to expand the range of topics requiring committee oversight 
including strategic, operational, and budgetary issues of great scope and complexity. 

The committee has jurisdiction over laws, programs, and agencies under 
permanent authority in numerous titles of the United States Code, including title 
10 (Armed Forces), title 32 (National Guard), title 37 (Pay and Allowances of the 
Uniformed Services), title 41 (Public Contracts), title 42 (Atomic Energy), title 46 
(Shipping), and title 60 (War and National Defense). 

The jurisdiction of the committee, pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule X of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives is as follows^ 

1. Ammunition depots; forts; arsenals; Army, Navy, and Air Force 
reservations and establishments. 

2. Common defense generally. 

3. Conservation, development, and use of naval petroleum and oil shale 
reserves. 

4. The Department of Defense generally, including the Departments of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force generaOy. 

6. Interoceanic canals generally, including measures relating to the 
maintenance, operation, and administration of interoceanic canals. 

6. Merchant Marine Academy, and State Merchant Marine Academies. 

7. Military applications of nuclear energy. 

8. Tactical intelligence and intelligence related activities of the Department 
of Defense. 

9. National security aspects of merchant marine, including financial 
assistance for the construction and operation of vessels, the maintenance of the U.S. 
shipbuilding and ship repair industrial base, cabotage, cargo preference, and 
merchant marine officers and seamen as these matters relate to national security. 

10. Pay, promotion, retirement, and other benefits and privileges of 
members of the armed services. 

11. Scientific research and development in support of the armed services. 

12. Selective service. 

13. Size and composition of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force. 

14. Soldiers' and sailors' homes. 
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15. Strategic and critical materials necessary for the common defense. 

16. Cemeteries administered by the Department of Defense. 

In addition to its legislative jurisdiction and general oversight function, the 
committee has special oversight functions with respect to international arms control 
and disarmament and the education of military dependents in schools pursuant to 
clause 3(b) of rule X of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 

Oversight Agenda 

The committee will continue its oversight and assessment of threats to U.S. 
national security as it considers the fiscal year 2016 and fiscal year 2017 defense 
budget requests. This effort will involve appropriate oversight hearings with the 
Secretary of Defense; the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff the individual 
service secretaries and chiefs of staff combatant commanders; other officials of the 
Department of Defense and the military departments; officials from the Office of the 
Director of National Intelligence, Central Intelligence Agency, and other defense- 
related intelligence agencies; and the Secretary of Energy, the Under Secretary for 
Nuclear Security, and other officials of the Department of Energy. In addition, the 
committee will invite the views and perspectives of outside experts in academia, 
industry, associations and advocacy organizations, and those in private life with 
expertise on these matters. Finally, the committee will continue its aggressive 
outreach program to seek the views and perspectives of service members and their 
families to include Active Duty, National Guard, and Reserve members across the 
United States and at deployed locations overseas. 

The committee carries out its oversight of the Department of Defense and 
its subordinate departments and agencies as well as portions of the Department of 
Energy through activities involving the full committee and its standing 
subcommittees. Each subcommittee with assigned topical or programmatic 
responsibilities conducts oversight of the programs within its jurisdiction as 
specified in the committee’s rules. Certain issues and activities requiring more 
extensive, lengthy, and in-depth review are assigned to the Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations. This subcommittee works with the relevant 
subcommittees (and/or full committee) in a coordinated manner to undertake the 
necessary oversight. 

The oversight agenda below, unless otherwise noted, is designed to support 
the consideration by the committee and, ultimately, the House of Representatives of 
the annual defense authorization bill, as well as the committee’s broader oversight 
responsibilities. The issues identified are expected to be ongoing areas of oversight 
activity throughout the 114th Congress. In addition, the committee will continue to 
pay particular attention to the mandates placed on executive departments and 
agencies. In this context, pursuant to clause 2(d)(1) of rule X of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the committee will continue to emphasize the 
examination of relevant rules, regulations, statutes, and court decisions affecting 


5 



23 


the Department of Defense and the Department of Energy for their effects on 
efficiency and good management practices. 

Given the unique nature of national security issues and related oversight of 
the Armed Forces, the committee believes that a qualifier is once again necessary 
with regard to the ability to plan comprehensively and predict all oversight 
activities. Much of the committee’s most demanding oversight will be, by definition, 
event-driven and not subject to prior planning. Such events significantly complicate 
the ability to prescribe with great accuracy or specificity the committee’s entire 
oversight agenda. For instance, the oversight of defense activities by the committee 
has historically involved in-depth assessments of military operations and other 
major events that are generally difficult to predict in advance, such as the recent 
operations in the Republic of Iraq and the Syrian Arab Republic to counter the 
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant, the war in the Islamic Republic of 
Afghanistan, and responses to catastrophic events. In the 112th Congress, a 
significant portion of the committee's oversight agenda was dedicated to assessing 
the effects of defense sequestration, as a result of the Budget Control Act of 2011 
(Public Law 112-25), which could not have been foi-eseen at the time the oversight 
plan for the 112th Congress was adopted. These reviews can dominate committee 
and staff resources, sometimes at the expense of other planned activities. The 
committee fully expects that this type of event-driven oversight will continue to be 
required. 

The committee has a long tradition of translating oversight activities into 
prescriptive legislative action as reflected in past comprehensive efforts such as^ 
providing for concurrent receipt of retirement and disability benefits for veterans 
with qualifying combat-related disabilities; the Goldwater- Nichols Department of 
Defense Reorganization Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-433); the Defense Acquisition 
Workforce Improvement Act of 1991 (Public Law 101-510); the Federal Acquisition 
Streamlining Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-355); the establishment of the National 
Nuclear Security Administration and related reform of the management of the 
national security programs of the Department of Energy; the Military Commissions 
Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-366); the Wounded Warrior Assistance Act of 2007 
included in the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public 
Law 110-181); the Weapon System Acquisition Reform Act of 2009 (Public Law 111- 
23); the Implementing Management for Performance and Related Reforms to 
Obtain Value in Every Acquisition Act of 2010 (IMPROVE Acquisition Act of 2010), 
as included in the Ike Skelton National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2011 (Public Law 111-383); the Small Business Innovative Research and Small 
Business Technology Transfer Reauthorization Act of 2011, as included in the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Pubhc Law 112-81); and 
the application of additional sanctions against the Government of the Islamic 
Repubhc of Iran, as included in both the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2012 and the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 
(Public Law 112-39). In the 113th Congress, the committee’s focused oversight of 
the sensitive military operations of the Department of Defense led to the 
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introduction of the bipartisan bill H.R. 1904, the Oversight of Sensitive Military 
Operations Act, in May 2013, much of which was included in the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113'76). Similarly, the 
committee’s oversight series on the national security challenges in the Asia-Pacific 
in 2013 and 2014 led to the introduction of the bipartisan bill H.R. 4495, the Asia- 
Pacific Region Priority Act, portions of which were included in the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Pubhc Law 113-291). The committee will continue to oversee these and other prior 
legislative provisions in the 114th Congress. In general, the committee will 
continue to maintain a strong linkage between formal oversight efforts and 
legislative initiatives. 

As previously noted, the committee has dedicated significant oversight to 
the examination of the imphcations of the Budget Control Act (BCA) of 2011 for 
national defense and defense sequestration. The committee will continue to oversee 
the Department of Defense's implementation of the planned budget cuts to ensure 
the military is responsibly applying cuts and continuing to invest in high priority 
national security requirements. Likewise, the committee will assess the effects of 
declining defense resources and sequestration on the health of the force and risk 
associated with executing the national defense strategy. While the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2013 (Public Law 113-67) provided some relief to defense by 
increasing the BCA discretionary spending caps for fiscal years 2014 and 2016, 
fiscal year 2016 will see a return to the BCA caps and defense sequestration. The 
committee shares the concern of the National Defense Panel that the BCA, on top of 
previous cuts to defense dating back to 2009, will “lead to a high risk force in the 
near future," have “caused significant shortfalls in U.S. military readiness and both 
present and future capabilities,” and have prompted allies and adversaries alike “to 
question our commitment and resolve.” The committee continues to oppose the 
sequester of national defense funding, and will continue to conduct oversight in the 
114th Congress to highlight the consequences for the military, the defense 
industrial base, and national security, and to ensure that the damage to U.S. 
national security is mitigated to the greatest extent possible. 

The committee has also focused on comprehensive defense reform, spanning 
such areas as acquisition, institutional, security, and strategy reforms. The 
committee recognizes that, in this austere budget environment, we must get more 
defense for the dollar and thus it is more essential than ever that all Department of 
Defense processes and institutions become as efficient as possible. The committee 
will oversee reforms efforts undertaken by the Department of Defense and, working 
in partnership with relevant stakeholders, wiU also develop reform proposals 
through its traditional legislative process and other appropriate mechanisms. 

In addition to the above, the following specific areas and subjects are 
identified for special attention during the 114th Congress. 

Policy Issues 
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National Defense Strategy, National Military Strategy, and Related Defense Policy 

Issues 

Recent events highlight what the National Defense Panel Review of the 
2014 Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR) has observed: "the United States faces 
perhaps the most complex and volatile security environment since World War II." 
These encompass the violence and brutality fomented by the Islamic State of Iraq 
and the Levant in the Republic of Iraq and the Syrian Arab Republic^ continued 
security challenges in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan; regional aggression by 
the Russian Federation; destabihzing actions by the People's Republic of China in 
the South and East China Seas; continued tensions on the Korean peninsula; 
continued terrorism threats, instabihty, and the spread of global extremism 
particularly across the Middle East and North Africa; natural disasters and 
epidemics like the Ebola virus; and the continued spread of lethal and disruptive 
technologies. These events and other security developments across the globe also 
serve to highlight the continued need for the U.S. military to be postured and 
capable of defending the Nation’s interests and addressing security challenges, 
wherever and whenever they may arise. 

Through its constitutional responsibility arising from article I, section 8, to 
raise and support armies and to provide and maintain a Navy, the committee has a 
responsibility to ensure that the military can meet its future missions, as well as 
today’s operational requirements. The committee will closely review how the 
Department of Defense postures itself to meet these simultaneous, and oftentimes 
competing, demands: ongoing military operations in Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria; 
ongoing global counterterrorism operations; strategic reassurance and deterrence 
activities in Europe and the Asia-Pacific; and ensuring that the Department invests 
in modernization and remains capable of addressing new conventional and 
unconventional challenges. Therefore, the committee will provide oversight to 
ensure that all Department activities, capabilities and functions, including doctrine, 
organization, training, education, exercises, materiel, leadership, personnel, 
facilities, and planning, appropriately reflect the need to meet the full range of 
security requirements. 

The committee will continually evaluate the Nation’s defense and military 
strategy, including the strategy outlined in the Department of Defense QDR 
released in 2014, to specifically include evaluating the alignment of the strategy to 
the security environment and the posture, capabihties, and resources necessary to 
execute the strategy. The committee will also evaluate other relevant strategies 
developed by the Department of Defense, including the military departments and 
services, defense agencies, and combatant commands. Additionally, the committee 
will consider strategic risk; put in simple terms, this means ensuring that U.S. 
forces retain the ability, regardless of present operational pressures and budgetary 
constraints, to deter any potential foe, respond to any contingency that threatens 
U.S. interests, and defeat any adversary who might threaten America’s interests, in 
the worst case. In this regard, the committee will closely examine the Department 
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of Defense’s range of assumptions about future threats made in strategy documents 
to assess the adequacy of forces and capabihties, the resources available, and the 
associated risk, particularly when these are misahgned. 

While the committee understands that the annual defense budget must 
remain consistent with the caps contained in the Budget Control Act of 2011 (Pubhc 
Law 112-25) and defense sequestration, it also continues to recognize the severe 
impacts these cuts have had, and will continue to have, on the military. The 
committee wiU continue to highlight these impacts and is committed to providing 
full authorization for the funding required for the readiness of the military, to 
enhance the quality of life of military service members and their families, to sustain 
and improve the Armed Forces, and to properly safeguard the national security of 
the United States. 

Lastly, the committee will continue to seek inputs from non-government 
experts and independent entities, such as the National Defense Panel, which 
released its independent review of the 2014 QDR in July 2014. In addition, the 
committee wiU oversee the Department’s implementation of a reformed Defense 
Strategy Review, as required in the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pubhc Law 113-291). 

U.S. Military Effort in Afghanistan 

The U.S. military effort in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan has 
transitioned to training, advising, and assisting the Afghan National Security 
Forces (ANSF), conducting counterterrorism operations against A1 Qaeda, and 
executing force protection of U.S. personnel and facilities. 

The committee will conduct robust oversight of the execution of the post- 
2014 missions in Afghanistan, including whether the proper resources are in place 
to support the post-2014 mission sets. The committee will also continue to examine 
the regional security environment, including efforts by the Afghans and the 
Pakistanis to deny safe havens to A1 Qaeda, the Haqqani Network, and other 
jihadist organizations. 

The committee will also continue to monitor other critical efforts in 
Afghanistan such as the effectiveness of the ANSF, as well as their abihty to 
sustain operations and institutional requirements. 


Force Protection 

The committee will continue to emphasize force protection as a high 
priority issue for special oversight, with a particular focus on areas having a direct 
impact on the safety of military personnel engaged in the continued operations in 
the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, as well as Operation Inherent Resolve. The 
committee will seek to expedite the promulgation of policies and the fielding of 
technology and equipment that prevents and/or reduces combat casualties, as well 
as meeting the urgent operational needs of the global combatant commands. 
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For all current overseas contingency operations, focus areas will continue to 
include but are not limited to: the policies for management and acquisition of 
counter improvised explosive device (lED) equipment throughout the force: 
persistent surveillance, particularly prevention of lED emplacement: actionable 
tactical intelligence processing, exploitation, and dissemination capabilities in 
support of ground operations: effective intelligence, surveillance, and 
reconnaissance equipment capabilities; capabilities to counter indirect fire such as 
artillery and mortar munitions: effective and properly resourced quantities of 
personnel protection equipment, to include body armor, night vision, combat 
helmets, and flame-resistant combat uniforms: vehicle armor, to include 
survivability improvements to the combat and tactical vehicle fleets; improving 
current biometric systems: and effective aircraft survivability equipment (ASE), 
specifically ASE for the current rotorcraft fleets. 

During the 114th Congress, the committee will continue to provide robust 
oversight and monitoring of any "insider attacks" perpetrated by Afghan security 
forces against U.S. and coalition personnel in Afghanistan. Additionally, the 
committee will continue its oversight of the steps the Department of Defense is 
taking to understand, protect U.S. troops, and prevent such attacks, to include: the 
motive of such attacks: the tactics, techniques, and procedures leveraged by the 
attacker; the impact of the attacks the mission: and the procedures being taken to 
mitigate for and, to the maximum extent possible, prevent future "insider attacks." 

Operation Inherent Resolve 

The U.S. and coahtion forces continue to conduct operations against the 
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL). This effort is known as Operation 
Inherent Resolve. Presently, U.S. and coalition operations include an air campaign 
that is focused against ISIL in the Republic of Iraq and the Syrian Arab Republic. 

The committee will conduct oversight of this effort, including the 
effectiveness of the effort against ISIL, as well as the political and sectarian 
dynamics in both Iraq and Syria, which have, in part, fostered the context and 
political climate for ISIL to expand and grow. 

In addition, the committee will closely monitor the stability of the countries 
in the region of Iraq and Syria and any growth or expansion of ISIL in the region. 
The committee wiU closely monitor any changes to the mission set of Operation 
Inherent Resolve and will conduct oversight of the efforts that are intended to 
complement Operation Inherent Resolve, including the activities of coalition 
nations, as well as the training and equipping of the Iraqi Security Forces and the 
vetted elements of the moderate Syrian opposition. 

Authorization for Use of Military Force 

The committee will continue to examine the legal basis for the President's 
mihtary actions against the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL). To date, 
the President has cited his Article II authority under the Constitution as well as 
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certain statuary authorities, including the 2001 Authorization for the Use of 
Military Force (AUMF) and the 2002 AUMF. 

The 114th Congress may consider an AUMF to authorize U.S. military 
operations against ISIL. The committee will examine those aspects of the AUMF 
relevant to its jurisdiction, including the integration of lessons learned from the 
implementation of the 2001 and 2002 AUMFs, as well as knowledge gained through 
oversight of Operation Inherent Resolve, to inform consideration of any new AUMF 
against ISIL. 

Force Protection 

As previously discussed, the force protection of U.S. troops deployed in 
support of Operation Inherent Resolve will be a top priority for the committee. The 
committee is aware of the risks to U.S. forces in Iraq, including the potential for 
attacks against U.S. troops emanating from within the Iraqi Security Forces (ISF) 
as well as from Shia militias, Iraqi tribes, and Iranian forces operating inside of 
Iraq. In addition to the matters previously described, the committee will closely 
monitor the contextual factors that may lead to a change in force protection posture 
for U.S. forces and will conduct close oversight of the steps that the Department of 
Defense is taking to protect and prevent any such attacks against U.S. forces in 
Iraq. Moreover, if the mission changes for U.S. forces deployed to Iraq, the 
committee will examine the force protection measures in conjunction with any 
change in mission. 


Global War on Terrorism 

Since the 9/11 attacks, the United States has dealt A1 Qaeda repeated and 
significant blows during the global war on terrorism. Despite many notable 
successes, A1 Qaeda remains potent in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan and the 
Islamic Republic of Pakistan and the organization's affiliates continue to operate in 
countries such as the Federal Republic of Somalia, the Republic of Yemen, and the 
Republic of Mali. The committee will continue to conduct extensive oversight, often 
in classified form, over terrorism issues, with particular attention to special 
operations capabilities, and the changing nature of A1 Qaeda’s organization and 
affiliates and their operations. The committee will also continue to focus on efforts 
to build partner nation counterterrorism and conventional warfare capabilities to 
counter these threats at the regional and local level. As the United States 
sti'engthens and builds partnership capacity with key allies around the globe, the 
committee will remain focused on the Department of Defense's efforts to 
aggressively fight the global war on terror and counter radicalism in places of 
concern, such as Pakistan, Yemen, the Horn of Africa, and threats posed by groups 
such as the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant. Ensuring security and stability in 
volatile regions that cannot adequately govern themselves or secure their own 
territory will remain a top priority for the committee. 
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The Greater Middle East 

The Greater Middle East remains an area of particular focus for the 
committee in the 114th Congress. This geographic area includes countries in which 
the United States has invested, and continues to invest, significant military 
resources. A1 Qaeda, its affiliates, its associated organizations, and other jihadist 
organizations continue to leverage certain countries within this region to conduct 
operational planning and to serve as launch points for attacks against the United 
States, its allies and partners, and U.S. interests. As a result, the committee wiU 
continue to conduct oversight of U.S. defense pohcies, readiness, and military 
programs in this region. 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan 

The committee will continue its oversight of the broad range of security 
issues involving the Islamic Republic of Pakistan and, given the transition of the 
U.S. military effort in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, will continue to carefully 
review the use of Coalition Support Funds, which are provided to reimburse 
Pakistan for its support to U.S. mihtary operations and security assistance. The 
committee will monitor the security and stability of Pakistan; including the security 
of Pakistan's nuclear weapons, Pakistan's on-going and future nuclear weapon 
projects, and its willingness and operational capacity to combat key terrorist 
groups, such as A1 Qaeda, the Afghan and Pakistani Taliban, the Haqqani network, 
and other terrorist organizations. Moreover, the committee will evaluate the 
terrorist activity emanating from the border area between Pakistan and 
Afghanistan, and will conduct oversight of the Department of Defense's efforts to 
combat that threat. 

Republic of Iraq 

The U.S. military posture, strategy, and approach has changed significantly 
within the Republic of Iraq, including the on-going U.S. military air campaign 
against the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant, known as Operation Inherent 
Resolve, and the effort to re-train and re-build the Iraqi Security Forces (ISF). The 
committee will conduct robust oversight of Operation Inherent Resolve, as well as 
the entirety of the U.S. military effort in Iraq, including the Office of Security 
Cooperation in Iraq. 

The committee will focus its oversight on key aspects of the U.S. military 
effort in Iraq such as any change in the employment of U.S. military forces, the 
effectiveness of the air campaign, the effort to train and equip the ISF, and the 
political situation in Iraq, which is critical to the success of any U.S. military effort 
there. 

Islamic Republic of Iran 
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The committee will continue its oversight into the development of nuclear 
weapons, and/or nuclear weapons capability, by the Government of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran. During the 114th Congress, the committee will continue to 
monitor the threat posed by a nuclear, or nuclear-capable, Iran. 

The committee wiU monitor the implementation of the Joint Plan of Action 
(JPoA) between the P5-H (the United States of America, the Russian Federation, 
the People's Republic of China, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, the French Republic, and the Federal Republic of Germany) and Iran, 
including Iran's fulfillment of its commitments under the JPoA, as well as any 
changes to Iran's nuclear program under the JPoA. Additionally, the committee 
will conduct close examination of any potential "comprehensive" or "final" 
agreement between the P5-H and Iran. The committee will also conduct oversight 
of the full range of U.S. military planning, prepositioning of military assets, and 
operations to counter Iran's nuclear program should the P5-H negotiations fad. 

Finally, the committee will continue to monitor the strategic orientation, 
operational capacity, and goals of the Iranian Revolutionary Guards Corps. The 
committee also will focus its attention towards Iran's Quds Force, including the 
activities of the Quds Force in the Syrian Arab Republic, the Republic of Iraq, and 
the region. 

Syrian Arab Republic 

The committee will continue its inquiry into the evolving security and 
humanitarian situation inside the Syrian Arab Republic as well as effects of the on- 
going conflict on its neighbors, including the Republic of Turkey, the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the Republic of Iraq, and the 
Lebanese Republic. Additionally, the committee will conduct robust oversight of 
U.S. and coalition military operations in Syria against the Islamic State of Iraq and 
the Levant as part of Operation Inherent Resolve. The committee will also conduct 
inquiry into the U.S. policy and approach against the Assad regime, as it remains a 
key feature of the conflict in Syria and is consistently highlighted as an area of 
concern by countries in the region that are part of the coalition. Furthermore, the 
committee will continue to focus on the movement of jihadists to and from Syria, 
including the capacity and relative strength of the terrorist groups. 

Finally, the committee will conduct oversight of the effort to train and equip 
the moderate elements of the vetted Syrian opposition and will continually monitor 
the deployment and positioning of military personnel and resources to the region to 
address this issue set. 

Republic of Yemen 

The security situation in the Republic of Yemen will continue to be a 
significant focus for the committee. The committee will maintain its oversight of 
the U.S. military's counterterrorism activities in Yemen. The committee will 
examine the capability, capacity, and strategy of A1 Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula 
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to conduct transnational terrorist attacks as well as the overall political situation in 
Yemen, including the status of the Houthis and the southern secessionist movement 
in Yemen. 


The Continent of Africa 

As discussed in greater detail below, the committee will maintain its 
oversight focus on Department of Defense activities in Africa. Additionally, the 
committee will continue to closely examine the Department's coordination within 
the interagency to address the range of activities that are occurring in Africa. 

North Africa 

The committee will continue to conduct oversight of the evolving security 
situation in North Africa, including the failure of the State of Libya, the security 
challenges in the Arab Republic of Egypt, the tenuous security situation in the 
Republic of Mali, and the evolving nature of A1 Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb and 
the growth of other jihadist groups in this region. 

The committee will focus its oversight on the Department of Defense's 
implementation of the lessons learned from the Benghazi attack within this region 
and beyond, including, but not limited to, interagency coordination, positioning of 
military assets, threat perception, threat analysis, intelligence cycle, intelligence 
sharing, operational coordination, and crisis response. 

East Africa 

The committee will continue to provide oversight of the Department of 
Defense's efforts to counter the terrorist threats in East Africa. In particular, the 
committee will remain focused on the threat from A1 Shabaab, as well as the steps 
that the Department is taking to counter this group and prevent it from launching 
transnational terrorist attacks on the United States, its allies and partners, or its 
interests. 

Moreover, the committee will continue to monitor the overlapping 
ideological, strategic, and operational coordination between Horn of Africa terrorist 
groups, such as A1 Shabaab, and terrorist groups on the Arabian Peninsula, such as 
A1 Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula. 

West Africa 

The committee will continue its oversight of the terrorist group Boko 
Haram (BH). The committee will pay particular attention to the continuing 
ideological, strategic, and operational evolution of BH. The committee also will 
concentrate its attention on the geographic overlap and operational coordination 
with other terrorist groups on the Continent of Africa, such as A1 Qaeda in the 
Islamic Maghreb and A1 Shabaab. 
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Also, as the Department of Defense continues to conduct Operation United 
Assistance to address the Ebola virus in West Africa, the committee will continue 
its close oversight of the operation and will closely monitor any expansion of the 
U.S. mission therein. 

Cen tral Africa 

The committee will continue its oversight of the Department of Defense's 
activities to support the Uganda Peoples' Defense Force and other national 
militaries with approximately 100 special operation forces to counter the Lord's 
Resistance Army (LRA) and apprehend or remove Joseph Kony. Additionally, the 
committee will examine the Department of Defense's transition plans for the 
counter- LRA effort. 


Europe 

While the stability and security of Europe remain core U.S. national 
interests, increased pressures on Europe’s eastern and southern borders due to 
recent aggressive actions by the Russian Federation, the ongoing civil war in the 
Syrian Arab Republic, and the rise of the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant 
demonstrate that regional stability and security are not guaranteed. The committee 
will monitor and conduct oversight of U.S. military policy and strategy with regards 
to European allies and partners, including the capability and capacity of U.S. and 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) forces to respond to threats that 
challenge both regional U.S. national interests and the security of NATO allies. 

The U.S. military force presence in Europe has declined dramatically since 
the end of the Cold War. The recent withdrawal of two of the four Army Brigade 
Combat Teams has further reduced U.S. military presence in Europe. Nevertheless, 
there remain significant advantages that come from European-based U.S. troops, 
including the opportunity to train regularly with ally and partner forces at U.S. 
training centers in Europe and the ability to plan and launch operations elsewhere 
in the region. The committee will examine all overseas basing, including the 
European Infrastructure Consolidation review, to determine what is the most 
effective overseas force posture for our national security at the lowest possible cost. 

European allies are strong partners with the U.S. military, contributing to 
a range of regional and global missions, including deploying approximately 3,000 
personnel to the NATO-led Operation Resolute Support mission in the Islamic 
Republic of Afghanistan to train, advise, and assist the Afghan security forces. 
However, the continuing constrained fiscal environment has created pressures on 
the region's militaries, their defense budgets, and investments in future 
capabilities. Recent Russian aggression towards Ukraine and its neighbors 
requires both the United States and European allies to re-evaluate the current 
regional security threats and the capabilities and capacities required to deter and 
defeat those threats. The NATO 2014 Wales Summit declaration reaffirmed the 
alliance’s commitment to “the security of its members through collective defense.” 
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NATO allies also reaffirmed their commitment to “strengthen the military 
capabilities the Alliance needs” and the need to continue to “invest in modern and 
deployable armed forces that can operate effectively together and at a high level of 
readiness to fulfill NATO’s tasks.” 

The committee wiU focus on the U.S. military capabilities and posture 
required in the European theater, and how those fit within the existing and future 
NATO requirements and structure. The committee will conduct oversight of the 
European Reassurance Initiative, as authorized in the the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. "Buck" MoKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public 
Law 113-291) in order to ensure the U.S. military is postured and resourced to 
effectively reassure European allies and partners and deter further Russian 
aggression. 

Russian Federation 

Recent aggression by the Russian Federation towards Ukraine in 2014, 
including the illegal annexation of Crimea in March 2014, demonstrate that Russia, 
under President Vladimir Putin, has fundamentally challenged the vision of a 
Europe whole, free, and at peace. Russia’s continued support to separatists in 
Ukraine poses a threat to the long-term stability of Ukraine and the wider region. 
Russia’s demonstrated willingness and capability to engage in unacknowledged 
hybrid warfare in Ukraine presents a threat to its other neighbors, including North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) allies such as the Baltic nations and the 
Repubhc of Poland, and to international rules and respect for territorial integrity 
and sovereignty. The committee will examine Russian military capabilities and 
capacities, and the required U.S. and NATO military capabilities to deter and 
defend against Russian aggresision, as well as to reassure European allies and 
partners. The committee will also carefully review the appropriate Department of 
Defense resources and tools to build the capacity of Ukraine and other NATO allies 
and partners to deter further Russian aggression. 

Russia remains focused on reforming and modernizing its conventional 
forces, including the recruitment, training, and retention of its troops, and 
modernizing its nuclear forces. In parallel with this modernization effort, Russia 
has also failed to comply with several arms control treaties important for European 
stability and security. Since December 2007, Russia has ceased implementing its 
obligations to the Conventional Forces in Europe treaty, which include providing 
annual notifications and data on military forces and basing. In 2014, the 
Administration formally declared Russia in violation of the Intermediate-range 
Nuclear Forces Treaty. The committee will closely watch these actions, coupled with 
Russia’s changes to its military doctrine in late-2014 that identify NATO as a top 
threat to Russian security, and seek countervailing solutions to prevent Russia from 
destabilizing or undermining regional security. The committee will also examine 
Russia's military modernization of its conventional forces and its hybrid warfare 
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capabilities, including its activities intended to destabilize or undermine regional 
stability. 


Asia 

The committee will continue its oversight of the Department of Defense's 
implementation of the Administration's government-wide policy to "rebalance" to 
the Asia-Pacific region. In particular, the committee will continue to monitor the 
Department of Defense's strategy, force posture, capability needs, and readiness in 
the region, to ensure that U.S. forces are properly resourced and postured to protect 
U.S. national security interests. 

Developments in the past few years continue to highlight the security 
challenges in the Asia-Pacific region. The People's Republic of China continues its 
unilateral efforts to assert regional influence, particularly in the South and East 
China Seas, while also continuing "at a fast pace" its military modernization in 
areas such as anti-access and area denial capabilities, power projection, nuclear 
forces, space, cyber, and other advanced technology areas, according to the U.S.- 
China Economic and Security Review Commission. The Democratic People's 
Republic of Korea remains a threat to stability on the Korean peninsula and the 
United States as it continues to advance its nuclear and ballistic missile 
capabilities, to include taking steps towards fielding its road-mobile 
intercontinental ballistic missile that poses a direct threat to the United States, and 
expand its asymmetric capabilities recently exemplified by its destructive cyber 
attack on a western corporation. The committee wiU continue to monitor these and 
other emerging developments to inform its views and actions to shape U.S. national 
security policy, strategy, and defense investments for the region. 

These security challenges have led the United States to strengthen its 
relationships with traditional treaty allies while also forging new relationships, 
particularly with partners in southeast Asia. The committee will continue to closely 
oversee the Department of Defense's efforts to implement a range of posture, force 
structure, and engagement initiatives in the region, including rotational 
deployments of Marines, naval, and air assets.' forward pre -positioning; 
infrastructure realignments; and training and exercises. Specific examples include^ 
the realignment of U.S. forces based in Japan,' key operational control transition 
initiatives between U.S. Forces Korea and the Republic of Korea; trilateral defense 
cooperation efforts between the U.S., the Republic of Korea, and Japan; rotational 
deployments of U.S. forces to the Commonwealth of Australia; enhanced defense 
cooperation with the Republic of the Philippines; and a defense trade and 
technology initiative between the U.S. and the Republic of India. 

Central and South America 

The committee will examine the issues affecting the U.S. security in 
Central and South America, as many nations in this region increasingly face the 
dangers of illicit trafficking, political turmoil, and instability that pose a potential 
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threat to the homeland. The committee will oversee the execution of the military's 
security assistance programs in the Republic of Colombia, as it continues to improve 
its national security and make progress on peace talks with the Revolutionary 
Armed Forces of Colombia. The committee remains concerned about the political 
situation in the Bohvarian Republic of Venezuela and the instability it brings to the 
region. Additionally, the committee will focus on the growing economies in the 
region, such as the Federative Republic of Brazil, which is the region’s largest and 
fastest’growing economy, and will examine their influence both in the Western 
Hemisphere and globally. In addition, the committee is concerned with the ongoing 
instability in Central America, including the Republic of Honduras, the Republic of 
Guatemala, and the Republic of El Salvador, due to the influence of transnational 
organized crime. The committee will monitor the developing changes between the 
U.S. and the Republic of Cuba and any potential impacts on Department of Defense 
policies and operations. The committee continues to monitor potential threats from 
global terrorist organizations such as A1 Qaeda, Hezbollah, and the Iranian 
Revolutionary Guards Corps, who have increasing influence in the region. 

The committee recognizes the importance of the United States' relationship 
with its Central and South American neighbors and the ability of these partners to 
bring safety and security to the hemisphere. 

Addressing Emerging Threats 

Terrorism, insurgency, and weapons of mass destruction proliferation are 
some of the emerging threats that challenge national security and global peace and 
stability. These threats require the Department of Defense and the National 
Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) within the Department of Energy to work 
effectively and efficiently with other Federal agencies and the governments of other 
nations. The committee will conduct oversight of numerous cross-cutting 
Department of Defense activities central to addressing these emerging and 
unforeseen threats, including the proliferation of nuclear, chemical and biological 
weapons, counterinsurgency, counterterrorism, security force assistance, and 
building partnership capacity (BPC), all of which received renewed emphasis in the 
2014 Quadrennial Defense Review. 

The committee will focus attention on how the Department of Defense 
addresses these broad threats in its strategic planning processes, how resources are 
arrayed to meet these threats, and how existing authorities are consistent with 
operational requirements. While there are roughly a dozen authorities that fall into 
the BPC category, two of the most significant authorities have been modified 
recently. These are the train and equip “1206”, codified in the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. "Buck" McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291), and the Global Security Contingency Fund. Since 2006, the 
committee has been increasingly active in this area, and the last several National 
Defense Authorization Acts have reflected what Congress considers to be the 
appropriate balance of pi-oviding sufficient authority for the most pressing needs of 
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the Department of Defense while encouraging a more integrated interagency 
approach to building partnership capacity. Furthermore, the committee will 
continue to closely monitor and assess the execution of these BPC authorities, both 
during the initial congressional notification process and while those programs are in 
progress. The committee will also conduct oversight of the Counter Terrorism 
Partnership Fund allocations towards BPC activities. 

The committee will also focus attention on the Defense of Defense 
Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) program and the NNSA Defense Nuclear 
Nonproliferation (DNN) activities. The CTR program has changed since it was 
initially authorized in the Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991 (Public Law 
102-228; also known as the Nunn-Lugar Act). Originally focused on securing and 
dismantling weapons of mass destruction (WMD) and their associated 
infrastructure in former Soviet Union states, the CTR mission has since expanded 
to a global focus on protecting against WMD, including increased emphasis on 
chemical and biological weapons, and improving detection capabilities. The 
committee will conduct oversight of the updated CTR legislation in the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. "Buck" McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2015 (Public Law 113-291). The committee, along with the Subcommittee on 
Strategic Forces, will continue to focus on NNSA DNN strategy and activities to 
counter the threat of the global proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

The committee, as well as the Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 
Capabilities (given the key role Special Operations Forces play in this area), will 
continue its oversight of the full range of emerging threats to national security and 
U.S. mihtary forces, and the capabihties needed to respond. 

Detainee Policy, Military Commissions, and Related Matters 

The Department of Defense continues to be the custodian of detainees who 
are being held in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan and United States Naval 
Station (GTMO), Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

With regard to detainee operations in Afghanistan, the committee will 
primarily focus on the transfer and release of third country national detainees and 
cases of recidivism. The committee will specifically focus on the disposition of 
detainees who pose a continuing national security threat to the United States, 

With respect to detention operations at GTMO, the committee will continue 
to monitor transfer and release policies and practices, as well as the use of the 
Military Commissions Act (Public Law 109-366! Public Law 111-84) that 
established the current legal framework governing the operation of military 
tribunals to try detainees for war crimes and codified some of the procedural rights 
of GTMO detainees. 

The committee will also focus on issues relating to detention policy for 
future captures, detainee interrogations, prioritization of intelligence collection, 
procedures for detainee reviews, conditions of confinement, and the Department’s 
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role in the High Value Interrogation Group. The committee will also take other 
necessary actions and conduct related oversight. 

Intelligence 

In the 114th Congress, the committee will continue to monitor the 
reorganization of the intelligence community through implementation of the 
Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (Public Law 108-458) and 
the creation of the Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence position as 
authorized by the Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2003 (Public Law 107-314). The committee will also place particular attention on: 
resource allocation for intelligence-related programs for effectiveness and 
affordability: defense intelhgence strategies and policies in consideration of current 
and anticipated future threats; organization and management of the elements of the 
Department of Defense that are part of the intelligence community; and the 
consideration and prioritization of defense intelligence requirements across the 
intelligence community. Additionally, the committee will monitor the Department’s 
security practices, audit capabilities, and information-sharing policies following 
recent extensive unauthorized disclosures of classified information. All of the 
committee’s efforts will be focused on ensuring the highest possible quality of 
intelligence support to the warfighter. 

Finally, the committee wiO continue to coordinate with the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence on intelligence and counterintelligence matters of 
the Department of Defense, and intelligence and counterintelligence activities of the 
Department of Energy in the course of its annual oversight of the intelligence 
community and the authorization of appropriations for intelligence activities shared 
by the two committees. 


National Guard and Reserves 

The debate that began during the 112th Congress about the most 
appropriate force structure mix of Active and Reserve Components, about the 
proper roles and missions of the Reserve Components, be they an operational or 
strategic reserve, and about the affordabihty of the required force to meet national 
security requirements will intensify again in the 114th Congress. Competition 
among the Active and Reserve Components for diminishing resources will serve as a 
catalyst for that debate. 

The Carl Levin and Howard P. "Buck" McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) included provisions 
that commission GAO to study the appropriate balance between the Active force 
and the Guard. National Guard end strength reductions, as well as the re- 
distribution of important Guard aviation assets are blocked in fiscal year 2015. 

This provision allows Congress time to study the issue in-depth. 

Building on the outcomes of the National Commission on the Structure of 
the Air Force report, in the 114th Congress the committee will continue its review of 
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the various recommendations and proposals and monitor proposed changes to 
ensure the recommendations will meet the National Military Strategy 
requirements, as well as homeland security and disaster requirements. Given the 
uncertainty of the current and projected fiscal environment, the availability of 
equipment needed to sustain and modernize the National Guard and Reserve 
Components as an operational reserve and for their domestic support missions, to 
include legacy aircraft as part of the Aerospace Control Alert mission, remains a 
concern. The committee will also focus oversight efforts on current equipment 
investment strategies for the National Guard and Reserve Components with 
particular emphasis on affordability and modernization of critical dual-use 
equipment platforms that are essential to the National Guard’s title 32 mission, 
defense support to civil authorities. Furthermore, the committee will continue to 
monitor and evaluate the obligation and execution rates of funds provided as part of 
a separate procurement account, entitled the National Guard and Reserve 
Equipment Account that would be used to address equipment shortfalls for the 
National Guard and Reserve Components. 

Fiscal Responsibility and Efficiency 
Overview 

The committee is responsible not only for ensuring that the U.S. mihtary 
has the capabilities required to preserve our national security, but also to ensure 
that the Department of Defense operates efficiently and with fiscal discipline in 
order to maximize the return on the taxpayers’ investments. To that end, the 
committee will conduct oversight of the organization and management of the 
Department of Defense, its business operations, and the means by which the 
Department acquires goods and services. Acquisition programs that no longer 
represent the best value for the taxpayer, due to a changing security environment, 
mismanagement, or the time required to deliver a useful capability to the 
warfighter, will be re-evaluated by the committee as part of the annual defense 
authorization process. 

Moreover, the committee will continue to examine the impacts of declining 
national defense budgets, as a result of the Budget Control Act of 2011 (Public Law 
112-25) as modified by the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 (Public Law 113-67). 

These cuts will reduce military end strength, force structure, and significantly alter 
planned procurements. Pursuant to clause 2(d)(1)(F) of rule X of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, as the committee examines the impact of these funding 
reductions, the committee will cut or ehminate programs, including mandatory 
spending programs, that are deemed inefficient, duplicative, outdated, or more 
appropriately administered by State or local governments. 

Additional plans for oversight in this area during the 114th Congress follow 

below. 


Organization and Management of the Department of Defense 
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As part of the committee’s emphasis on defense reform, it will provide 
particular focus on the organization and management of the Department of Defense 
in order to ensure that it is properly postured to meet the complex and evolving 
security threats of the 21st century. Declining resources resulting from the Budget 
Control Act of 2011 (Public Law 112-25) and defense sequestration are driving the 
Department of Defense to reevaluate its organization and management structure to 
identify cost savings. The Department continues to implement organizational and 
management changes within the Department’s major headquarters resulting from 
the announcement by the Secretary of Defense in July 2013 to identify cost savings 
through management efficiencies and overhead reductions. 

The committee will carefully review any proposed organizational changes 
and monitor the Department’s implementation of these changes, working to ensure 
that the missions of the Department are appropriately aligned with organizations 
that have the core competency to perform them. The committee will also work to 
ensure that the Department’s enterprise, including the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense, the Joint Staff, the military departments, the combatant commands, and 
the defense agencies, operate efficiently, cutting out organizational waste and 
redundancy. To that end, the committee will seek to ensure that any reductions in 
personnel are done smartly and strategically, and in consideration of the total 
workforce management. 

Lastly, pursuant to clause (2)(p) of rule XI of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, the committee will also carefully review issues raised by the 
Comptroller General of the United States indicating that programs or operations 
that the committee may authorize are at high risk for waste, fraud, and 
mismanagement, known as the "high-risk list"" or the "high-risk series." 

Financial Management 

The committee will continue to oversee military effectiveness in this era of 
declining budgets. Funding levels have been stagnant for national defense over the 
last 3 fiscal years, and under the Budget Control Act of 2011 (Pubhc Law 112-25), 
fiscal year 2016 will only be $5 billion higher than the level appropriated in fiscal 
year 2013, resulting in an increase of less than 1 percent over the 3-year span. 

The Comptroller General of the United States has consistently identified the 
Department of Defense’s financial management as a high-risk area since 1995. The 
Department’s inability to track and account for billions of dollars in funding and 
tangible assets continues to undermine its financial management systems. It also 
creates a lack of transparency that significantly limits congressional oversight. 
Measures to reform defense acquisition or to find efficiencies within the 
Department are undermined by the Department's inability to produce auditable 
financial statements. Without these objective tools, neither the Department nor 
Congress can fully verify that greater value is being created. 

The committee will continue to review efforts to implement the Financial 
Improvement and Audit Readiness (FIAR) plan as the Department moves to 
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accomplish auditable financial statements by September 30, 2017, as mandated by 
the National Defense Authorization Act of 2010 (Public Law 1 11-84). The 
committee will monitor closely the interdependencies between the FIAR plan and 
the hundreds of millions of dollars per year being spent on business systems 
modernization programs that the Department has proposed to address its financial 
management problems. 


Acquisition Issues 

The Acquisition System and Acquisition Policy 

Over the past 50 years, acquisition reform efforts focused primarily on 
identifying the failures of the acquisition system, a complex system which includes 
requirements setting, funding, and execution. While some progress has been made, 
the conditions in the early 1980s described by Dr. J. Ronald Fox in his seminal work 
on acquisition reform, "Defense Acquisition Reform 1960 - 2009^ An Elusive Goal," 
could still be used to describe the system todays 

"Congressional critics, for example, blasted the services for rampant cost 
growth and schedule slippages. Aggressively pushing the frontiers of technology 
prompted cost overruns, they argued, while fierce inter-service competition for 
funds encouraged overly optimistic program cost estimates. The services, 
meanwhile, complained about excessive paperwork and reporting procedures 
required by the ... milestone reviews; micromanagement of weapons programs by 
OSD and Congress; and unrealistic demands for accurate cost estimates, especially 
when unknowns existed in the early stages of weapons program planning. Program 
managers directed similar criticisms at both OSD and the services, while OSD 
criticized the services for failing to restrict the number of weapon systems 
competing for limited resources. Other service shortcomings, according to OSD, 
included inadequate support and readiness for fielded weapons systems and lengthy 
acquisition cycles. Industry directed its frustrations across the board — at OSD, 
Congress, and the services. Program instability — caused by sudden production 
starts and stops, program stretch-outs, redirections, and long decision times — 
threatened the bottom line and risked financial ruin, while micromanagement and 
excessive surveillance of programs by OSD and the services disrupted efficient 
contractor performance. Industry representatives also believed that OSD’s 
emphasis on increasing price competition among contractors resulted in poor cost 
realism.” 

The committee is concerned that the current system incentivizes a reality 
that too many defense acquisitions concurrently chase finite dollars. This is 
reflected in the fact that there remains a vast difference between Department of 
Defense budgets and the reality of the cost of the weapon systems they acquire. To 
keep weapon system programs alive, the Department continues to develop, and 
Congress continues to accept, fragile acquisition strategies that downplay technical 
issues and assume only successful outcomes to high risk efforts. As a result, the 
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Nation often ends up with too few weapons, delivered late, at too high of a cost, with 
performance that falls short, and that are difficult and costly to maintain. 

In addition to challenges in weapon systems procurement, the committee 
notes that Department expenditures for contracted services have grown in 
magnitude and face many management and oversight challenges. The Department 
currently obligates more than half of its total contract obligations on contracted 
services. However, Pentagon leadership, to include the Department’s own 
comptroller, have limited insight into the services being acquired and even less 
awareness of the services that may need to be acquired in the future. The 
Department currently lacks accurate and reliable data on contracted services, and 
the military departments and defense agencies have failed to develop processes to 
use available data to inform workforce planning, workforce mix, and budget 
decision making. This lack of data collection, failure to analyze data that has been 
acquired, and lack of general transparency hamper budget planning and 
Congressional decision-making. 

Furthermore, the conventional acquisition process has proven to not be 
sufficiently agile to suppor-t warfighter demands. Congress and the Department 
have consistently expressed concern that urgent warfighting requirements for 
hardware, as well as services, are not being met. As a result, several authorities 
have been put in place for rapid acquisition practices envisioned to work around the 
general acquisition processes. However, many stUl argue that the current processes 
are so rigid and time-consuming that the Department is often not able to effectively 
tap into the innovation occurring in the commercial marketplace, thereby losing 
opportunities to improve efficiency and effectiveness of both its business operations 
and warfighting capability. 

The committee's ongoing acquisition improvement efforts seek to enhance 
oversight in these areas and to improve processes via a different approach from 
previous efforts. The committee seeks to improve the environment (i.e., human 
resources, culture, statutes, regulations, and processes) driving acquisition choices 
in the Department, industry, and Congress. As part of this ongoing effort, the 
committee solicited input from industry, academia, and the Department, as well as 
others during the 113th Congress, and will continue to engage these stakeholders 
during the 114th Congress. In addition, the committee held a series of hearings in 
the 113th Congress in order to gather testimony from key acquisition leaders and 
experts. While the committee recognizes that there are no "silver bullet" reform 
packages that can immediately fix the current acquisition system in a holistic 
manner, the committee intends to take the inputs it has received to facilitate its 
efforts in this area in the 114th Congress. The committee recognizes this effort will 
be an iterative process that will result in direct oversight and will be embedded in 
the committee’s regular work throughout the 114th Congress. 

Defense Industrial Base and Technology Transfers 
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The committee will continue to closely examine the health, security, and 
innovative capacity of the defense industrial base, especially in light of 
sequestration, changes to the defense strategy, and the needs for recapitalization 
and modernization after almost a decade and a half of active combat operations in 
forward locations. The industrial base for complex major weapons systems has 
become more fragile during this period, limiting the ability of the Depai'tment of 
Defense to control costs and encourage innovation through the use of competition. 
Industry has also struggled in many cases to make the long-term investments that 
are vital to the health of the defense industrial base. The committee will continue 
to examine and enhance the policies and funding tools available to the Department 
to facilitate the health of the defense industrial base. 

Information Technology and Business Systems 

Information technology (IT) systems are critical enablers for the 
Department of Defense. As the IT budget represents nearly $32 billion of the 
Department of Defense's total budget, it also represents a major investment area 
requiring the same rigorous planning, analysis, and oversight as any other complex 
major weapon system. The Department recognized this area as a source of greater 
efficiencies and has managed to reduce spending in IT by several billion dollars 
across the Future Years Defense Program. It remains to be seen if these reductions 
are driving any real change in how the Department does business, or whether those 
reductions are made with any strategic plan in mind. 

The committee will continue to review the Department's IT investment 
planning and review processes, as well as specific acquisitions, to improve the 
ability to identify and reduce unwarranted duplication and eliminate programs of 
little value to the warfighter. The committee will pay particular attention to how 
the Department leverages the commercial marketplace, as weU as the various IT 
systems of the Department where egregious programmatic failures have been made 
to provide lessons for future acquisitions. The committee also plans to focus on how 
the IT investments of the Department will contribute to future warfighting 
capability, and support a defensible architecture that is resilient to cyber attacks, 
while maintaining the command and control to support mission needs. 

Readiness 

Reset 

The committee will continue to monitor the military services’ reset 
strategies to repair, recapitalize, and replace equipment used in ongoing operations, 
and wiU also closely monitor progress toward complete reconstitution of 
prepositioned stocks. The committee believes that full reset remains at risk in a 
constrained budget environment. Subsequently, the committee will provide 
oversight of ongoing property accountability and remaining retrograde efforts aimed 
at returning equipment with remaining military value to home station or in-theater 
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re-utilization. Further, the committee will continue to monitor the disposition of 
non-standard equipment returning from the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan to 
ensure that important items are incorporated into units' tables of equipment, are 
budgeted for and sustained properly, and that items no longer of military utility are 
disposed of in the most cost-effective manner possible. The committee will also 
continue to reexamine reset objectives and requirements in light of a draw-down in 
total force end strength and several previously unanticipated contingencies. 

Force Readiness 

In the 114th Congress, the committee will hold force readiness as one of its 
highest priorities and will continue its oversight in this area, focusing not only on 
the readiness of deployed personnel supporting ongoing operations worldwide, but 
also on the ability of the services to generate ready and trained forces for 
unforeseen contingencies, including full-spectrum combat missions should the need 
arise. Shortfalls in full-spectrum readiness have improved as operational tempo 
has slowed in the U.S. Central Command area of responsibility, the most acute 
equipment and personnel shortfalls have been addressed, and time at home station 
has increased, allowing for a return to full-spectrum training. However, challenges 
in key areas, such as U.S. Pacific Command and U.S. Southern Command, still 
exist, namely in the capacity to provide the ready and trained forces needed by 
these and other geographic combatant commanders. Therefore, the committee will 
closely monitor how planned and potential additional end strength reductions will 
impact force readiness. Further, the committee will continue its oversight of the 
Department of Defense’s efforts to prepare for a wider range of possible 
contingencies and its efforts to restore readiness in key combat support areas such 
as logistics, prepositioned stocks, and contracted service support. 

Life-Cycle Sustainment 

Without appropriate and timely input from the logistics community, 
decisions made during system design can create unnecessary sustainment problems 
that drive millions of dollars in depot-level maintenance once the system is fielded. 
The committee will focus on reducing the total-ownership costs of weapons systems 
and equipment by ensuring the Department of Defense is developing, procuring, 
and modernizing weapons systems and equipment with consideration of life-cycle 
support and sustainment requirements and cost. In its oversight of the 
Department’s life-cycle sustainment efforts, the committee will monitor the 
implementation of section 2337 of title 10, United States Code, which requires that 
each major weapons system be supported by a product support manager and section 
832 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 
112-81), which requires additional visibility of the operation and support of major 
weapon systems. The committee will also hold the Department accountable for 
improving its estimations of total weapon system life-cycle costs to better inform 
sustainment strategies, such as the cost effectiveness of acquiring technical data 
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from original equipment manufacturers to allow future changes in sustainment 
path. Furthermore, the committee will continue its oversight of the Department’s 
corrosion control efforts and will monitor resourcing of corrosion prediction and 
prevention efforts with a focus on increasing the service life of weapons systems 
while reducing long-term sustainment costs. 

Depot and Arsenal Capabihty 

A critical piece of equipment sustainment is the capability provided by the 
Nation’s organic arsenals and depots, including air logistics centers and shipyards. 
The committee is concerned about the health of the organic industrial base in an 
extended period of declining workload with the formal end of combat operations in 
the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan and the completion of Republic of Iraq combat 
operations-related equipment reset. While some military departments have 
completed an organic industrial base sustainment plan, the committee is concerned 
that that the Department of Defense continues to lack a comprehensive strategy to 
ensure U.S. military depots and arsenals are viably positioned and have the 
workforce, equipment, and facihties for efficient operations to meet the Nation’s 
current requirements, as weU as those in the future. The committee will continue 
oversight of depot and arsenal operations and management, focusing on capital 
investment in facilities and equipment, the implementation methodology and use of 
sustainment concepts such as performance-based logistics, the role of public-private 
partnerships, the use of working capital funds for timely product improvement, and 
the services’ logistics enterprise resource planning systems. Furthermore, the 
committee will examine how previous efficiency initiatives and workforce reductions 
impact depot and arsenal capability, how more recent initiatives to increase arsenal 
and depot visibility among program managers and program executive offices are 
working, and how well programs and plans designed to assure the availability of 
critical organic manufacturing capabilities are being executed. 

Civilian Personnel 

The committee will continue to oversee the development of the Department 
of Defense's strategic workforce plan for its civilian personnel and other initiatives 
aimed at ensuring that the Department has the human capital required both now 
and in of the future to expertly and capably achieve its critical national security 
mission. The committee has been particularly concerned about the impact of budget 
cuts, furloughs, hiring freezes, and lack of training opportunities that have 
negatively impacted morale and led to an adverse working environment for the 
Department’s almost 800,000 Federal employees. Finally, the committee will focus 
extensive oversight on workforce sourcing decisions, transparency, and personnel 
system reform. 


Energy and Environment 
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An effective energy strategy for the Department of Defense will increase the 
operational effectiveness of the military and will enhance the Nation's national and 
energy security. Therefore, the committee will review the energy strategies 
promulgated by the Department of Defense and will monitor the Department’s 
energy use on military installations, for military training and operations, as well as 
opportunities to reduce energy demand through cost-effective investments that 
enhance combat capability and demonstrate a return on investment. 

The committee will also continue its oversight of the Department of Defense 
and military services’ environmental programs and will monitor Department of 
Defense funding and adherence to Federal, state, and local requirements for 
cleanup, compliance, and pollution prevention. Specifically, the committee will 
continue oversight to protect Department of Defense training, testing, and 
operations from encroachment. 

Military Construction and Infrastructure 
Basing 

The Department of Defense is undergoing a significant change in force 
structure both in the United States and overseas. These changes are being 
implemented to enhance operational efficiencies and ensure access to future 
contingency operations. The committee will continue to review all significant 
domestic and overseas basing proposals to ensure that these proposals adhere to 
existing statutory limitations. The committee will continue discussions with the 
Department of Defense and military departments on excess infrastructure capacity 
associated with military installations to ensure excess infrastructure capacity 
assessments are based on current infrastructure data and informed by current force 
structure projections. 


Military Construction Programming 

The committee will review the Department’s military construction program 
to manage the overall capacity of the Department’s infrastructure and to ensure 
prudent long-term military construction investments are provided. 

Real Property Acquisition, Maintenance, and Disposal 

The real property management process requires extensive oversight to 
maintain almost $850.3 billion in infrastructure at an annual cost of nearly $37.0 
billion. The committee is concerned that infrastructure inefficiencies result in 
duplicative operations and uncoordinated investment decisions and will seek to 
apply best practices across the Department of Defense in order to efficiently 
maintain the services’ taxpayer funded infrastructure. 

Total Force, Personnel, and Health Care Issues 
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Manpower Sufficient in Quantity and Quality to Meet Global Commitments 

Some argue that military personnel costs have exploded and will continue 
to rise to unsustainable levels. The committee rejects that assertion because such a 
budget-oriented focus misses the fundamental question that the committee will 
assess: What does the Nation need in terms of the quantity of manpower and the 
quality of that manpower to meet its current and future global military 
commitments, without undue risk to the Nation? In this context, the fiscal year 
2015 budget request proposed to continue to reduce the end strengths of the Army 
and Marine Corps by 100,000 over a five-year period, which began with the fiscal 
year 2013 budget request, bringing both services down to approximately pre-9/11 
levels. The committee remains concerned with such reductions while those services 
are still engaged in stability operations in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, 
advisor and training missions in the Republic of Iraq and numerous smaller 
engagements throughout the world. Reflecting that concern, in the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), Congress 
limited the personnel reductions the Army and Marine Corps could execute each 
year between fiscal years 2015 and 2017, and again in the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. "Buck" McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for 2015 (Public Law 113- 
291) limited the personnel reductions, thereby seeking to prevent a hollowing of the 
force. The committee wiU continue to provide aggressive oversight of military 
manpower levels and force structure to ensure they meet the National Military 
Strategy. This oversight will seek to provide Active, Guard and Reserve Forces that 
have manpower levels sufficient to sustain varying scales of activation, while 
maintaining deployment ratios at or above Department of Defense objectives. 
Within this focus, the committee will examine closely trends in overall total force 
structure requirements, end strength, recruiting, retention, morale, benefits and 
compensation. 

Morale, Welfare and Recreation Programs and Military Resale Programs 

While some have criticized the Morale, Welfare, and Recreation (MWR) and 
mihtary resale programs (commissary and exchange stores) as being unnecessary 
and wasteful and targeted for reductions in appropriated funding, the committee 
believes the cost efficient sustainment of MWR and military resale programs 
(commissaries and exchanges) is required to protect quality of life in military 
communities and maintain the combat readiness of the force. The committee will 
provide oversight efforts directed toward that end. 

Additionally, the committee believes that MWR and military resale 
programs must remain competitive with private sector entities to ensure that 
service members and their famihes benefit fully from these programs. The 
committee must monitor current practices and policies to ensure that MWR and 
military resale programs are employing the full range of strategies available to 
private sector competitors to inform authorized patrons about the benefits 
associated with these programs and attract them to participate. This is especially 
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true for commissaries that are restricted from using pricing, product, and 
advertising strategies that are common in the private sector because of legislative 
and policy barriers. The Carl Levin and Howard P. "Buck" McKeon National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) requires the 
Department of Defense to review management, food and pricing options for the 
Defense Commissary System in consultation with an organization experienced in 
grocery retail analysis to assist in maintaining a competitive and effective 
commissary system in the future. 

Military Benefits and Compensation 

During the 114th Congress the Department of Defense budget will remain 
under considerable stress and military benefits will be targeted for reductions. The 
committee must give close scrutiny to proposals from the Department of Defense 
and other organizations, both governmental and private sector, calling for funding 
reductions to military compensation and other benefit programs in order to ensure 
any proposed change assesses the impact to the all volunteer force. To that end, the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Pubhc Law 112-239) 
authorized a Military Compensation and Retirement Modernization Commission to 
review the full range of compensation and benefit programs that could applied to 
service members, families, retirees, and survivors, to include programs managed by 
the Department of Defense, the Department of Veterans Affairs, and the 
Department of Education. The commission's deliberations must be closely 
monitored and its recommendations, due at the beginning of 2015, carefully 
scrutinized by the committee as changes to compensation and benefit programs are 
considered. 


Mental Health Services for Members of the Armed Forces 

A continued principal focus of the committee during the 114th Congress 
will be to assess the adequacy and effectiveness of mental health services provided 
to members of the Armed Forces and their famihes. Particular attention will be 
given, but not limited to, the suicide prevention efforts undertaken by each military 
service and the consistency and comprehensiveness of the Department of Defense 
policy on prevention of suicide among members of the Armed Forces and their 
families, including methods of collecting and assessing suicide data. An additional 
focus wiU be the adequacy of suicide prevention programs for members of the 
special forces and their families. 

Sexual Assault in the Military 

The committee wiU continue to hold the Department of Defense and the 
military services accountable to address sexual assaults in the military and ensure 
victims are provided the appropriate care and support. In that regard, the 
committee will continue rigorous oversight in this area, focusing not only on sexual 
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assault prevention and response, but on the capability of the military justice system 
and the Uniform Code of Military Justice to prosecute and bring offenders to justice. 
In that regard, the committee looks forward to receiving the recommendations of 
the independent reviews and assessments of judicial proceedings of military sexual 
assault cases that were mandated by the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239). The committee will actively oversee the 
Department of Defense's implementation of the recommendations by the Responses 
Systems to Adult Sexual Assault Crimes Panel to improve programs and policies to 
prevent and address sexual assaults involving members of the Armed Forces. In 
addition, the committee will focus on efforts to prevent and address retaliation and 
ostracism of members of the Armed Forces who report sex-related crimes. 

Military Health Care System 

The committee is committed to a robust military health system which 
provides quality health care for service members, retirees, and their families. The 
committee will continue to explore innovative strategies to improve the health 
status of beneficiaries and control cost growth within the military health care 
system, while ensuring access to the benefit at a reasonable cost to beneficiaries. 
Additionally, to ensure that the military health system is efficient and effective, the 
committee will monitor and evaluate the implementation of the Defense Health 
Agency and closely examine the Department's plans to reduce the capacity and 
availability of military medical treatment facihties. The committee remains 
committed to a robust medical research and development program focused on 
military heath issues, such as blast injury mitigation and treatment, combat 
trauma care, military infectious diseases, and medical biological/chemical defense. 
Robust oversight on the progress towards implementing the requirements for an an 
electronic health record that is inter-operable with the electronic health record of 
the Veterans Administration will continue during the 114th Congress. Particular 
attention will be focused on health information technology systems and the 
acquisition process for military health related procurement. Finally, the committee 
will evaluate the recommendations regarding the military health care benefit from 
the Military Compensation and Retirement Modernization Commission, established 
by the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Pubhc Law 112- 
239) to modernize the mihtary compensation and retirement systems. 

Wounded Warrior Care 

The committee will continue its efforts to assess the adequacy of the 
Department of Defense policies and programs for wounded and disabled service 
members and their families. In this regard, the committee will continue to evaluate 
the Department Defense’s ability to integrate and coordinate the multitude of 
services and resources available to assist the wounded and disabled, not only from 
other Federal agencies, but also from the private sector. In addition, the committee 
will monitor the Department's progress toward establishing uniform performance 
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outcome measurements for use by each military service in the Warrior in Transition 
programs. Particular focus will be given to pohcies regarding the selection of 
individuals employed by the Warrior in Transition Programs and mechanisms for 
continually assessing the quality of the services provided by such programs. The 
congressionally mandated Department of Defense centers of excellence wiU be 
reviewed for opportunities to expand capabilities and make improvements. The 
committee will continue to closely monitor translational I’esearch and treatment 
advances in traumatic brain injury. Particular attention will be focused on the 
Integrated Disability Evaluation System with a view to ensuring the fairness, 
effectiveness, timeliness, and efficiency of the program and to simplify the process 
for service members. 


Military Family Readiness 

We remain a Nation on a war-footing. Consequently, the families of the 
members of the Armed Forces continue to experience the strains associated with 
deployments. In this regard, the committee will continue to focus on the needs of 
mihtary famihes and to identify the programs and policies that can be developed or 
modified to improve their lives. As end strengths of the Armed Forces are reduced 
and resources shrink, the committee will closely examine the Department of 
Defense and military service family support programs to ensure the continued 
viabihty of these programs to address the needs of mihtary families. In addition, 
the committee will continue close oversight on the quality of services and hiring 
practices at Department of Defense child development centers. 

Prisoner of War and Missing in Action 

During the 114th Congress, the committee will continue active oversight of 
the Department of Defense’s Prisoner of War/Missing in Action (POW/MIA) 
activities, as the committee of jurisdiction. Specifically, the committee will assess 
the implementation of modifications to the requirements for accounting for 
members of the Armed Forces and Department of Defense civilian employees listed 
as missing by establishing a single defense agency for POW/MIA affairs directed by 
the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291). In addition, the committee will assess 
the progress towards meeting the requirement that the accounting effort achieve 
significantly higher levels of identification by 2015. 

Women in Service 

The Department of Defense and the mihtary services continue to work 
toward opening all military occupations to women. During the 114th Congress, the 
committee will continue to aggressively evaluate the process for identifying 
occupational specialties that may open to women with particular focus on the 
occupational standards established for each occupational specialty. The committee 
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will monitor the military service's personnel policies and assignment practices for 
those occupational specialties which have recently opened to women. Further, the 
committee will focus on the long-term plans for assuring retention and 
advancement for women in newly opened career fields. 

Modernization AND Investment Issues 
Overview 

The committee wiU devote particular attention to the examination of 
military equipment modernization strategies with respect to overall military 
capability against all threats and adversaries. The committee will conduct oversight 
of the full range of modernization and investment issues facing the Department of 
Defense, to include the impacts of current budget uncertainty and sequestration. 
How Congress chooses to fund Department of Defense future acquisition programs 
wiU dramatically affect the size, health, age, and supporting industrial base of the 
air, sea, and land force structure available to U.S. forces in support of the National 
Military Strategy and cui'rent strategic defense planning guidance, as well as the 
Nation’s vital interests. The committee, through rigorous oversight and legislative 
action, will develop strategies to help mitigate cost growth and schedule delays 
among all categories of acquisition programs. The committee will also assess the 
need for legislative action by examining causes of these problems including: late 
determination of requirements, requirements growth, and failure to properly control 
requirements changes! inadequate analyses of alternatives, concurrency in test and 
evaluation, military services proceeding prematurely with development of immature 
technology; poor cost estimating! inadequate funding profiles! over-estimation of 
potential production rates! and program instability. 

In particular, the committee will also seek to ensure the military services 
have the appropriate authorities, capabilities, and force structure to defend against 
any potential challenges posed by the advanced anti-access capabilities of countries, 
such as the People's Republic of China and the Islamic Republic of Iran. 

Army and Marine Corps Armored Vehicle Modernization 

The committee will focus on oversight of the Army and Marine Corps’ 
evolving plans to recapitalize their entire fleets of heavy and medium-weight 
armored vehicles over the next two decades, including the Ml Abrams tank, M2 
Bradley Fighting Vehicles, Stryker Vehicles, the family of Amphibious Combat 
Vehicles, upgrades for Light Armored Vehicles, upgrades to Paladin artillery 
systems, as well as the Armored Multipurpose Vehicle (AMPV) research and 
development program, the planned replacement for Army M113 troop carrier 
vehicles. In particular, the committee will focus on ensuring that the existing fleet 
of armored vehicles is properly upgraded and reset after very heavy use in the 
Republic of Iraq and the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, and that the Army and 
Marine Corps continue to field vehicles that stay ahead of the evolving anti-vehicle 
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threat posed by improvised explosive devices and advances in anti-tank guided 
missiles. Consistent with committee oversight activity from the 113th Congress, 
the committee will also continue to assess and mitigate the impacts of budget 
uncertainty and sequestration on the Armored Combat Vehicle industrial base. 

Army and Marine Corps Tactical Wheeled Vehicles 

The committee will focus oversight efforts on the Army and Marine Corps’ 
tactical wheeled vehicle (TWV) modernization strategies for their famihes of light, 
medium, and heavy TWVs, the family of mine resistant ambush protected (MRAP) 
vehicles, line haul tractor trailers, and construction equipment. In particular, the 
committee will focus on ensuring that the existing fleet of TWVs and MRAPs are 
properly modernized and reset after very heavy operational use in the Republic of 
Iraq and the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan. The committee will closely monitor 
TWV fleet size and composition and focus on ways to adequately sustain the TWV 
industrial base given significant decreases in overall requirements, as well as 
attempt to mitigate the impacts to modernization of the TWV fleet that are a result 
of sequestration and the current fiscal environment. Of particular interest to the 
committee will be the Joint Light Tactical Vehicle (JLTV) program. The committee 
will closely monitor the JLTV budget, cost, schedule, and performance as the 
program transitions from development into lowrate initial production. The 
committee will continue to coordinate with the Government Accountability Office 
regarding the Department’s efforts in the long-term management and sustainment 
of the TWV fleet and its associated industrial base. 

Army Aviation Programs 

Legacy rotorcraft platforms, including the CH-47, UH-60, AH-64, and OH- 
68, will likely continue to be operated at high operational tempos, in very 
challenging environments. These high operational tempos will require continued 
upgrade and reset efforts. The committee will focus on the need to continue to 
upgrade and reset these critical equipment platforms for both the Active and 
Reserve Components through formal activities and legislative action. In addition to 
its oversight of aviation requirements for, and performance in combat operations, 
the committee will continue to provide oversight of the Army’s Aviation Restructure 
Initiative (ARI), as well as future Army combat aviation programs. In particular, 
the committee will focus on the Army’s restructured acquisition plan resulting from 
the cancellation of the Armed Reconnaissance Helicopter, the divestment of the OH- 
58 Kiowa Warrior fleet, and the rationale for transferring AH-64 Apache helicopters 
from the National Guard to the Active Component. The committee oversight activity 
will build on the actions from the 113th Congress and continue to gain a better 
understanding of the Army's intent with the ARI. The committee will also conduct 
oversight on the initiation of modernization programs, such as the Joint Future 
Theater Lift program, as well as the critical need for advanced aircraft survivabihty 
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equipment upgrades to provide warning and protection against evolving surface-to- 
air missile threats. 


Army Communications Programs 

Given the growing importance of battlefield communications networks in 
global combat operations, the committee will continue to aggressively monitor the 
Army’s plans for its future battlefield network and the supporting research 
programs now in place, to include rigorous oversight of the Army's Tactical Network 
Modernization i-oadmap. In particular, the committee will focus oversight efforts on 
the Warfighter Information Network-Tactical (WIN-T) and the follow-on efforts 
resulting from the restructured Joint Tactical Radio System (JTRS) programs. The 
committee will work with the Army to ensure that the future battlefield capabilities 
it creates results in a network-enabled, rather than a network-dependent. Army. 

The committee, in coordination with the Department of Defense, aims to empower 
soldiers to accomplish their missions, rather than create an Army that is dependent 
on its communications network, so much so that it is not able to function without it. 
As such, the committee will also help direct the Army’s limited modernization 
resources to investments that will have the greatest short-, mid- and long-term 
impact for the end user. 

Organizational Clothing and Individual Equipment 

The committee will continue to devote substantial attention to the oversight 
of the research, development, and procurement of organizational clothing and 
individual equipment and other complementary personnel protection programs. 
Focus areas will continue to include but are not limited to^ advances in weight 
reduction (“lightening the load”) in clothing and individual equipment! development 
of specific personnel protection systems for military servicewomen! small arms and 
small caliber ammunition modernization with particular emphasis on the Army’s 
individual carbine program, modular handgun program, and enhanced performance 
small caliber rounds! improved combat helmets to help mitigate traumatic brain 
injury! improved combat uniforms! and the overall management of these associated 
niche, but highly critical industrial bases. 

Tactical Aircraft Force Structure 

The committee will continue to focus on the size and composition of the 
tactical aircraft force structure. Delays in the initial operational capability of the F- 
35 aircraft have the potential to result in future tactical aircraft force structure 
shortfalls if service life extensions for legacy aircraft cannot be accomplished. 

With an operational requirement of 1,056 strike fighters, the Department of 
the Navy projects it can manage a strike fighter shortfall of 35 aircraft in 2023. The 
committee will focus on inventory objectives of F/A-18E/F and EA-18G procurement. 
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the effect of delays in the procurement of the F-35 Joint Strike Fighter, F/A-18 A 
through D service life limits, and mission capability of the AV-8B aircraft. 

The Air Force has stated a strike fighter operational requirement of 1,900 
aircraft, and, under current procurement and retirement plans, the Air Force 
projects its inventory to fall below that requirement as older aircraft are retired. 
The Air Force had planned to retire approximately 100 A-10 close air support 
aircraft in fiscal year 2015, but the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pubhc Law 113-291) 
included a provision that would prohibit the Air Force from retiring any A-10 
aircraft in fiscal year 2015. That provision would also allow 36 A-10 aircraft from 
the active component to be placed into back-up aircraft inventory (BAD status 
subject to a certification by the Secretary of Defense concerning the requirement to 
place these aircraft into BAI status to enable readiness of the Air Force’s fighter 
aircraft fleets. Delays in deliveries of the F-35A aircraft and in achieving its initial 
operational capability will affect the Air Force fighter aircraft inventory. In the 
114th Congress, the committee will continue its oversight of aircraft retirement 
plans; the F-22 and F-35 aircraft programs; and hfe extension and modernization 
programs for the F-16, F-16, and A-10 aircraft. 

F-35/Joint Strike Fighter 

During the 114th Congress, the committee wiU continue oversight of the F- 
35/Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) Program, particularly issues related to program cost, 
schedule, and performance. 

With the JSF approximately 80 percent through a 16-year development 
process, the committee believes that there is still risk in completing JSF 
development within currently projected cost, schedule, and performance 
parameters. The committee’s primary concerns include software development, 
completing modifications prior to Marine Corps initial operational capability (IOC) 
in 2015 and Air Force IOC in 2016, addressing F136 engine problems, and the 
ramp-up in production planned for 2015 and beyond. In the 114th Congress, the 
committee will continue to receive JSF annual reports and receive testimony and 
briefings from both the Department of Defense and an independent review from the 
Government Accountability Office. 

Bomber Force Structure 

The committee understands that the Air Force will continue investments of 
significant fiscal resources for technology development and engineering, 
manufacturing and design of a next-generation, and long-range strike bomber 
aircraft during the next few years. While many details regarding the specific 
requirements and capabilities of the new bomber remain highly classified, the 
committee will maintain aggressive oversight of the new bomber acquisition 
strategy to ensure that the Air Force develops an affordable aircraft to timely meet 
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future requirements and recapitalize the current fleet of B-52, B'l, and B-2 long- 
range strike bomber aircraft. 

During the many years of development, manufacturing, and eventual 
fielding of the new bomber aircraft, it will be imperative that the Air Force 
continues to maintain, modernize, and upgrade the existing fleet of bomber aircraft 
in order to preserve effective capabilities needed to meet current and future threat 
target sets. The committee will continue to maintain oversight of current bomber 
aircraft inventory requirements and modernization plans to ensure that the Air 
Force maintains a sufficient, credible, and lethal fixed-wing aircraft with 
conventional and strategic weapons delivery capability to support all aspects of the 
National Military Strategy. 


Aerial Refueling Aircraft 

During the 114th Congress, the committee will continue to maintain active 
oversight of aerial refueling aircraft modernization and recapitahzation programs of 
the Air Force. Currently, the KC-135 and KC-10 are the primary providers of U.S. 
air-refueling critical capabdities in executing operations in support of the National 
Military Strategy. Given the limited fiscal resources available to the Air Force for 
recapitalization of the KC-135 fleet of 395 aircraft, this will result in having to 
maintain and operate KC-135 aircraft that will have been in the fleet for over 70 
years. Therefore, timely and efficient recapitahzation of the Air Force’s KC-136 
tanker fleet with new KC-46 aerial refueling aircraft is critical. Additionally, the 
Air Force plans to perform an avionics modernization program on the KC-10 fleet of 
tankers to maintain relevant and effective aerial refueling capabilities until a 
successor program to the KC-46 aircraft is begun to replace the KC-10 aircraft. 

The committee will continue to assess the KC-46 program to ensure it 
meets the U.S. Government’s cost, schedule, and execution goals, which includes the 
projected initial operating capability date during calendar year 2018. 

Intertheater and Intratheater Airlift 

Regarding intertheater airlift aircraft capabilities, the committee continues 
to remain concerned about Air Force plans to reduce the intertheater airlift aircraft 
inventory below 301 total aircraft in support of the defense strategic guidance 
issued in January 2012. Additionally, the committee has been concerned about Air 
Force plans to cancel the avionics modernization program (AMP) for C-130 aircraft 
since the absence of this modification would limit the future utility of C-130 
aircraft, resulting in future Air Force plans to further reduce the inventory of 
intertheater airlift aircraft. Accordingly, the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pubhc Law 113- 
291) included a provision that would prohibit the Air Force from canceling the 
avionics modernization program. The committee will continue to review the C-130 
modernization program to ensure it is capable of meeting intertheater airlift 
requirements. 
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Regarding intratheater airlift aircraft capabilities, the committee believes 
that a minimum Air Force intratheater airlift inventory of 318 general support and 
40 direct support aircraft, as reflected in section 1059 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-705), should be sufficient to 
meet both Air Force and Army operational requirements in support of combatant 
commander operational plans being developed to execute the defense strategic 
guidance issued in January 2012. The committee, however, remains skeptical that 
the Air Force has yet to fully embrace and institutionalize effective concepts of 
operations in support of Army direct support airlift requirements and will maintain 
close oversight of Air Force implementation of the January 27, 2012, memorandum 
of understanding agreed upon by the Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 
by the Chiefs of Staff of the Air Force and the Army. 

The committee will continue close oversight of Air Force intertheater and 
intratheater airlift aircraft inventories and capabilities during the 114th Congress 
to ensure that a robust and effective fleet of airlift aircraft is maintained in the Air 
Force inventory to meet all mobility airlift requirements of the Department of 
Defense. 


Surface Warfare Programs 

The Department of the Navy must collectively expand the core capabilities 
of U.S. seapower to achieve a blend of peacetime engagement and major combat 
operations capabilities. In pursuing this goal, the committee will provide oversight 
of the composition, capacity, and capabilities of the surface fleet. Specifically, the 
committee will assess the President’s budget request to ensure compliance with the 
aircraft carrier force structure requirements associated with section 6062 of title 10, 
United States Code. The committee will also assess the large and small surface 
combatant requirements to ensure oversight of the force structure and the 
associated weapons and sensors employed on the surface force. As part of the 
weapons and sensors oversight, the committee will review the requirements 
associated with the Air and Missile Defense Radar, anti-ship missile capabilities 
and Littoral Combat Ship mission modules. Finally, the committee will review the 
combat logistics forces to ensure sufficient capacity is available to support the 
surface combat forces. 

As part of this oversight, the committee will continue to place a significant 
emphasis on improving affordability in shipbuilding programs through: ensuring 
stable requirements; the use of acquisition best practices; stability within the 
overall program; increased reliance on common systems and open architecture; 
industrial base capacity, process, and facility improvements at the shipyards. 

Undersea Warfare Programs 

The ability to operate freely at sea is one of the most important enablers of 
joint and interagency operations, and sea control requires capabihties in all aspects 
of the maritime domain. There are many challenges to our ability to exercise sea 
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control, perhaps none as significant as the growing number of nations operating 
submarines, both advanced diesel-electric and nuclear propelled. Exercising sea 
control in the undersea domain is essential to maintaining the freedom of 
navigation in support of U.S. maritime interests. The committee will continue to 
review the undersea domain to ensure warfare dominance. Specifically, the 
committee will review long-term plans to reverse the decline in the attack 
submarine force structure. The committee will also assess whether sufficient 
resources are available for the recapitalization of the ballistic missile submarine 
forces. Finally, the committee will assess the weapons and sensors employed in the 
undersea domain to retain maritime dominance, to include the capacity and 
capabilities of the heavy weight torpedo. 

As part of this oversight, the committee will place specific emphasis on the 
efficacy of multi-year procurements, rigorous assessment of requirements, and 
retention of sufficient industrial base capacity. 

Military Intelligence, Sui-veillance, and Reconnaissance Programs 

Manned and unmanned intelhgence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) 
system programs have come to constitute a significant component of the overall 
Department of Defense force structure. The capability provided by these assets is 
critical to sustaining deterrence and warfighting capabihty of U.S. forces. The 
committee notes that the Air Force had planned to retire the U-2 aircraft in fiscal 
year 2016, but the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) included a provision 
that would prohibit the Air Force from taking any action to retire, or prepare to 
retire, any U-2 aircraft in fiscal year 2015. The committee also supports the 
preservation of Global Hawk ISR capabilities since combatant requirements for ISR 
provided by both the U-2 and Global Hawk aircraft are not presently fuUy satisfied. 

The committee will focus on the budget, cost, schedule, and performance 
outcomes of major manned and unmanned aerial systems programs and examine 
the ISR enterprise for balance in collection and analysis capabihties. Also, close 
examination of the Office of the Secretary of Defense ISR policy formulation and 
oversight has been and will continue to be of interest to the committee. Long- 
standing concerns of the committee remain: lack of an adequate long-term ISR 
architecture and acquisition strategy; lack of supporting analysis for programmatic 
decisions; failure to balance collection programs data output with adequate 
resources to process, exploit, and disseminate data and analysis; and unnecessary 
proliferation of manned and unmanned vehicles and sensors. The committee 
expects the Joint Staff and Joint Requirements Oversight Council to take a more 
active role in coordinating ISR system acquisition and coordinating employment 
with the combatant commanders. 

Emerging Advanced Weapons Capabilities 
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Department of Defense investment in science and technology often leads to 
the development of new advanced weapons capabilities that contribute to the 
technological superiority of U.S, military forces. Maintaining technology overmatch 
of current and potential adversaries is a significant part of the qualitative 
advantage of U.S. forces, but is increasingly difficult in an environment of 
globalized technologies and asymmetric combinations of high-tech and low-tech 
capabilities. The committee will continue to monitor technological developments 
and support transition of the most promising ones, such as directed energy, 
hypersonics, and autonomy. 

In the 113th Congress, the committee maintained a focus particularly on 
the directed energy programs of the Department. The results achieved by these 
programs in the past have not always met expectations, although recent technical 
advances appear promising. The committee continues to support these efforts, 
especially as they support missile defense and other emerging concepts for 
countering anti-access and area denial threats. 

In the 114th Congress, the committee will more closely examine organizing 
concepts provided by the military services and the Office of Secretary of Defense as 
demonstration projects become viable programs and the respective services develop 
acquisition plans in support of fielding directed energy capabilities. Additionally, 
the committee will expand its focus to take a similar look at other emerging 
advanced weapons capabilities, such as hypersonics and autonomy, to see how they 
can contribute to new security strategies, and to ensure that they are supported by 
rigorous technical analysis and relevant concepts of employment. 

Nuclear Deterrence 

The committee oversees the atomic energy defense activities of the 
Department of Energy and nuclear policies and programs of the Department of 
Defense to ensure the safety, security, reliability, and credibility of the U.S. nuclear 
deterrent. The committee will place particular emphasis on oversight of the 
Department of Energy and Department of Defense's nuclear modernization plans, 
including but not limited to infrastructure investments, warhead life extension 
programs, stockpile stewardship and management plans, delivery system 
modeimization, nuclear command and control, cost savings and efficiency initiatives, 
and security. 

The committee will conduct close oversight of implementation of corrective 
actions resulting from the Department of Defense's Nuclear Enterprise Review. The 
committee will also track the Administration’s funding of the nuclear enterprise to 
ensure sufficient resources are provided and allocated effectively and efficiently 
across Department of Energy and Department of Defense requirements. The 
committee will emphasize oversight of major acquisition programs that will 
recapitalize and form the core of the U.S. nuclear deterrent for decades into the 
future, including the Ohio-class Replacement Submarine, the Ground-based 
Strategic Deterrent system, the Long-range Strike Bomber, the Long-range 
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Standoff weapon, and their associated nuclear warheads. Alongside overseeing and 
authorizing U.S. nuclear weapon programs, the committee will also closely monitor 
foreign nuclear weapon development and modernization programs as well as arms 
control commitments around the world. 

In addition to programs, the committee will also provide oversight of the 
Administration’s nuclear policy and posture, extended deterrence policy, arms 
control activities, nuclear nonproliferation activities, and force structure 
requirements. Particular emphasis will be placed on oversight of the 
Administration’s nuclear weapons policies, including changes to nuclear weapon 
employment policies and efforts to reduce U.S. nuclear forces. The committee will 
also review the effectiveness of the Department of Energy and the Department of 
Defense's organization and management of the nuclear enterprise, including 
coordination of plans and policies through the joint Nuclear Weapons Council and 
alignment of the Naval Reactors program with Department of Defense 
requirements such as the OAio-class Replacement Program. Finally, the committee 
will conduct oversight of the performance, efficiency, governance, and management 
of the Department of Energy's National Nuclear Security Administration, 
laboratory and production site management and operations, workforce sustainment, 
and defense nuclear cleanup efforts. 

Missile Defense 

The committee oversees the Department of Defense's efforts to develop, 
test, and field layered missile defense capabihties to protect the United States, its 
deployed forces, and its friends and allies against the full range of ballistic missile 
threats. Particular emphasis will be placed on U.S. homeland missile defense 
capabilities (including the Missile Defense Agency’s proposal and strategy for 
acquiring a Redesigned Kill Vehicle), European Phased Adaptive Approach 
implementation, continued implementation of other regional Phased Adaptive 
Approaches, ensuring an adequate hedging strategy for the protection of the U.S. 
homeland, developmental and operational testing, force structure and inventory 
requirements, sensor-to'shooter integration, and science and technology 
investments in areas such as directed energy. In the 114th Congress, the committee 
will closely watch the Administration’s funding of the missile defense program, 
seeking the cost-effective application of resources, and looking for opportunities to 
enhance stability of the industrial base. 

The committee will continue to monitor foreign ballistic missile threats and 
identify opportunities to strengthen international missile defense cooperation with 
allies and partners such as the State of Israel, Japan, the Commonwealth of 
Australia, the Republic of Korea, and North Atlantic Treaty Organization member 
states. Department of Defense oversight and management of missile defense 
activities, including the roles, responsibilities, and acquisition policies and 
procedures of the Missile Defense Agency and military services will also be 
reviewed. The committee will also provide oversight of the Administration’s missile 
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defense policy and posture, including close examination of any Administration 
efforts that may limit missile defenses as part of a treaty or agreement, and 
implications for United States, regional, global security and strategic stability. 

The committee also intends to pay particular attention to the Army’s PATRIOT 
air and missile defense program. The Army’s plans call for significant investment 
over a long-term and the committee will ensure these plans are cost-effective, based 
on proven technology, support continued Foreign Military Sales, and provide 
maximum deployable capability to combatant commanders and the warfighter. 

National Security Space 

The committee oversees the national security space programs of the 
Department of Defense, including combat support agencies and elements of the 
Department of Defense that are part of the intelligence community. The committee 
will place particular attention on space acquisition strategies that provide necessary 
warfighter capability, while reducing cost and technical risk, and promoting greater 
stability in the industrial base; provide assured access to space, including the 
transition from non-alhed rocket engines to domestic sources, and providing 
opportunities for competition, while maintaining mission assurance through our 
national security space launch programs; mitigate risks that could create gaps in 
space capabilities for key warfighter needs; provide affordability and increasing 
government buying power; invest in science and technology and improve the 
maturation of technologies into baseline programs; appropriately leverage 
commercial satellite services; provide exploitation of space sensor data to maximize 
effectiveness and efficiency; improve the synchronization between satellite, ground 
and terminal acquisition programs; and promote efforts that develop and sustain 
the technical workforce. 

The committee will continue to monitor foreign space threats and carefully 
assess the Department’s space security and defense program to include space 
situational awareness, space protection, space control, and operationally responsive 
space activities. The committee will also provide oversight of the Administration’s 
space policy, posture, and any related international agreements. Lastly, renewed 
attention will be placed on efforts to improve governance and management across 
the national security space enterprise. 

Emerging Threats and Capabilities 
Investment in Future Capabilities Science and Technology 

The Department of Defense faces difficult choices as it balances the 
competing needs of capabihties for current operations and those projected for future 
conflicts. In order to address the latter, investments must be made in the 
Department’s Science and Technology (S&T) programs, and aligned appropriately 
with continued development and procurement programs to position the Department 
to meet future challenges. S&T investments can also be leveraged to support 
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broader acquisition improvements or defense industrial base sustainment activities 
by creatively utilizing competitive or operational prototyping, technical transition or 
integration, or requirements maturation. 

Preparing for the challenges of the future, the Department must create a 
portfolio of technological options that can address the perceived threats identified in 
the defense planning process, as well as the emergence of unanticipated events or 
strategic competitors. Emphasis should be placed not only on support to acquisition 
roadmaps, but also on capabilities to institutionalize adaptability. Doing that will 
require better integration of intelligence into the S&T cycle, as well as better 
cognizance of global developments and industry-based independent research and 
development. It will also require a solid foundation to allow for adaptability, which 
means having world-class people and facihties in which to conduct certain types of 
research and development. 

The committee will continue to encourage the Department to plan and 
execute a balanced S&T program that ensures the U.S. military can retain 
superiority for future generations. The committee will also continue to examine how 
S&T investments are integrated into strategic and operational plans to also ensure 
that the investments being made, including in people and infrastructure, are 
properly aligned. 


Cyber Operations Capabihties 

Cyber operations have taken on an increasingly important role in military 
operations as well as overall national security. Accordingly, the committee will 
continue to closely scrutinize the Department of Defense’s cyber operations, 
organization, manning and funding to ensure that the military has the freedom of 
maneuver to conduct the range of missions in the Nation’s defense, and when called 
upon, to support other interagency and international partners. An important 
oversight role for Congress regarding the conduct of defensive and offensive cyber 
operations will be to ensure that the proper legal and policy frameworks are in place 
and are followed. The committee will also continue to scrutinize mihtary cyber 
operations to ensure that they are properly integrated into the combatant 
commander's operational plans, and to ensure that adequate capabihties exist or 
are in development to employ these cyberspace operational tools with rigor and 
discretion to support a full range of options for the Nation's decision makers. In the 
course of monitoring the cybersecurity posture of the military, the committee will 
also continue to examine the effects of globalization on the assured integrity of 
microelectronics and software. 


Information Operations 

Engagement with foreign audiences and nuanced understanding of the 
information environment is pivotal in navigating the 21st century security 
environment. Whether one is trying to iirfluence nation-state actors or potential 
allies, counter violent extremist groups, or identify and counter efforts at deception 
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or misinformation, strategic communication and information operations are key 
elements to success on the battlefield and an important tool to prevent or deter 
conflict before escalation. The ability to carry out such operations against nation- 
states, as well as individuals and small terrorist groups, requires a flexible and 
adaptable strategy, as well as comprehensive understanding of specific groups, their 
motivating ideologies, and the tools to translate that understanding into action. 

With the resurgence of violent extremist groups like A1 Shabaab, Boko 
Haram, and the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant, the need for the Department 
of Defense to plan and execute effective information operations is continuing to 
grow. Recent examples illustrate how these groups are utilizing social media to 
support the radicalization process, as well as planning, financing and command and 
control for terrorist acts. The committee will pay particular attention to the 
Department of Defense’s information operations and strategic communication 
strategies and how these tools will be further developed and adapted to support 
warfighter needs in a changing security environment, while maintaining 
appropriate controls for privacy and civil liberties. These activities enable military 
operations and military support to diplomacy, and the committee will continue to 
conduct oversight of these critical capabilities, with focus on how these tools are 
integrated into theater security cooperation plans and leveraged with related tools 
for cyber and security force assistance. 

Compromises of National Security Information and Insider Threats 

In the 114th Congress, the committee will continue to monitor the 
Department's efforts to identify and mitigate the threats to military operations 
stemming from the compromise of a large amount of classified information by a 
former Department of Defense contractor. Additionally, the committee will monitor 
efforts to mitigate future compromises by overseeing the implementation of the 
Executive Order directing improvements to insider threat programs within the 
executive branch as well as the Department of Defense’s compliance with the 
requirements of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (Public Law 113-291) regarding the 
Department’s security practices, audit capabilities, and information-sharing 
policies. 

Use of Force in Counterterrorism Operations Outside the United States and Areas 

of Active Hostilities 

The committee will continue to conduct extensive oversight, often in 
classified form, over the use of force in counterterrorism operations outside of the 
United States and areas of active hostUities. While the use of force in this area will 
be overseen in all aspects, the committee will pay particular attention to special 
operations and activities and the interagency coordination that occurs with the U.S. 
intelhgence community. In conducting this oversight, the committee will also 
review and consider presidential poMcy guidance documents and similar Executive 
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Branch directives, and ensure that counterterrorism operations conducted outside 
of the United States and areas of active hostilities are in line with broader national 
security objectives, strategies, and resources. Finally, the committee will continue to 
coordinate with the Permanent Select Committee on IntelMgenoe on intelligence 
matters of the Department of Defense in the course of its annual oversight of the 
intelligence community and the authorization of appropriations for intelligence 
activities shared by the two committees. 
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The Chairman. Just, again, by way of explanation, everybody got 
a copy of this in your office last Friday. This is required by the 
House rules. Obviously, this is very general and covers a lot of ter- 
ritory. We will have to adjust our oversight plan depending on 
what happens in the world and the events and the issues that come 
to our attention. But as a starting place, trying to get all the bases 
covered, that is what we have tried to work together with both 
sides and accomplish. 

Is there any discussion of the oversight plan or any amendments 
to the resolution? If not, I would yield to Mr. Forbes for the pur- 
pose of a motion. 

Mr. Forbes. Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt Committee Resolu- 
tion Number 2 concerning the committee oversight plan. 

The Chairman. The question now occurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Forbes. 

So many as are in favor, say aye. 

Those opposed, say no. 

In the opinion of the chair, the ayes have it. A quorum being 
present, the motion is adopted. And without objection, a motion to 
reconsider is laid upon the table. 

Next order of business, I call up Committee Resolution Number 
3 regarding the committee’s security procedures for the 114th Con- 
gress, which the clerk shall report. 

Ms. SiMLER. Committee Resolution Number 3: Resolved, That the 
Committee on Armed Services, U.S. House of Representatives, 
adopt the committee security procedures for the 114th Congress, a 
copy of which has been distributed to each Member. 

The Chairman. Again, I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion be considered as read and open for amendment at any point. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

[The security procedures are maintained in the committee files.] 

The Chairman. Most of the security procedures of course are the 
way they have been before. We had a few changes that came about 
because of situations we were in last Congress just to facilitate all 
the members being able to have access to classified documents. 

The one I want to bring to members’ attention which is different 
is always before in our security procedures, members could not 
take notes during classified briefings. Well, sometimes you want to 
take notes and go back and refer to them. So now you can take 
notes during classified briefings, but you can’t carry it out of the 
room, you have to hand those notes to a staff member, and they 
will keep it in the safe for you, and then you can go back and refer 
to them. 

Now, you know, we will have to do this right, but I think it is 
important for members to be able to take classified notes and for 
you to be able to go back and refer to them as you want. So that 
is one security procedure that will affect somewhat the way we 
carry on our business here. There are a handful of others, but most 
of it is just to make it easier for us to have access to classified ma- 
terial. 

Is there any further discussion or questions about the security 
procedures? If not, I yield to the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
Forbes, for the purpose of a motion. 
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Mr. Forbes. Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt Committee Resolu- 
tion Number 3, the security procedures for the 114th Congress. 

The Chairman. The question occurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. Forbes. 

So many as are in favor, say aye. 

Those opposed, say no. 

In the opinion of the chair, the ayes have it. A quorum being 
present, the motion is adopted. And without objection, a motion to 
reconsider is laid upon the table. 

Final order of business, call up Committee Resolution Number 4, 
appointing committee staff for the 114th Congress. 

The clerk shall report the resolution. 

Ms. SiMLER. Committee Resolution Number 4: Resolved, That the 
persons listed on the sheet distributed to the Members, and such 
other personnel as may be required by the committee within the 
limits and terms authorized under the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, are hereby appointed to the staff of the Committee on 
Armed Services, U.S. House of Representatives, for the 114th Con- 
gress, it being understood that according to the provisions of law, 
the Chairman will fix the basic salary per annum. 

The Chairman. Without objection, the resolution is considered as 
read and open for amendment at any point. 

[The following information was submitted for the record.] 
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STAFF - HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Bob Simmons, Staff Director 
Jenness Simler, Deputy Staff Director 
Catherine McElroy, General Counsel 
Betty B. Gray, Executive Assistant 
John F. Sullivan, Professional Staff Member 
Jesse D. Tolleson, Jr., Professional Staff Member 
Paul Arcangeli, Professional Staff Member 
Jeanette S. James, Professional Staff Member 
Rebecca A. Ross, Professional Staff Member 
Heath R. Bope, Professional Staff Member 
Lynn M. Williams, Professional Staff Member 
John Wason, Professional Staff Member 
Cyndi Howard, Security Manager 
Douglas Bush, Professional Staff Member 
Vickie Plunkett, Professional Staff Member 
Kevin Gates, Professional Staff Member 
Mike Casey, Professional Staff Member 
David Sienicki, Professional Staff Member 
Zach Steacy, Director, Legislative Operations 
Everett Coleman, Professional Staff Member 
Craig Greene, Professional Staff Member 
Phil MacNaughton, Professional Staff Member 
Jack Schuler, Professional Staff Member 
Ryan Grumpier, Professional Staff Member 
John N, Johnson, Staff Assistant 
William S. Johnson, Counsel 
Jaime Cheshire, Professional Staff Member 
Peter Villano, Professional Staff Member 
Leonor Tomero, Counsel 
Michele Pearce, Counsel 
Catherine Sendak, Professional Staff Member 
Michael Amato, Professional Staff Member 
Robert J. McAlister, Deputy Spokesman 
Christopher J. Bright, Professional Staff Member 
Brian Garrett, Professional Staff Member 
Elizabeth Conrad, Professional Staff Member 
Andrew T. Walter, Professional Staff Member 
Claude Chafin, Communications Director 
Aaron Falk, Clerk 
Tim Morrison, Counsel 
Kimberly Shaw, Professional Staff Member 
Stephen Kitay, Professional Staff Member 
Katie Thompson, Clerk 

Alexander Gallo, Professional Staff Member 
Eric L. Smith, Clerk 

Joe Sangiorgio, Communications Assistant 
John Noonan, Deputy Communications Director 
Colin Bosse, Clerk 
Julie Herbert, Clerk 

David Giachetti, Professional Staff Member 
Kari Bingen, Professional Staff Member 
Abigail P. Gage, Clerk 
Lindsay Kavanaugh, Professional Staff Member 
Katie Rember, Clerk 
Joe Whited, Professional Staff Member 
Candace Wagner, Executive Assistant 
Mike Miller, Professional Staff Member 
Alison Lynn, Spokesman and Director of Member Initiatives 
Mark Morehouse, Professional Staff Member 
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The Chairman. Just by way of discussion, this is something the 
House rules require us to do. 

I want to just emphasize what Mr. Smith said. We are unique 
in the Congress in that our staffs are integrated. And so there is 
a lot of expertise on this staff available to all members. And I think 
that one of the things we can do is make better use of the resource 
that we have. And so I want to encourage members to do that by 
way of personal briefings and to take advantage of the tremendous 
opportunities that are before us with the staff. And much to their 
relief, this is not subject to amendment or else we could start talk- 
ing people. 

Is there any further discussion on the committee resolution? If 
not, I yield to the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Forbes, for the pur- 
pose of a motion. 

Mr. Forbes. Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt Committee Resolu- 
tion Number 4 regarding committee staffing for the 114th Con- 
gress. 

The Chairman. The question now occurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Forbes. 

So many as are in favor, say aye. 

Those opposed, say no. 

In the opinion of the chair, the ayes have it. A quorum being 
present, the motion is adopted. And without objection, a motion to 
reconsider is laid upon the table. 

Without objection, committee staff is authorized to make tech- 
nical and conforming changes to reflect the action of the committee 
in adopting Committee Resolutions 1 through 4. 

And if I could just make one other point. This is the largest com- 
mittee in the Congress. The challenge for me is to be fair, giving 
every member the chance to participate, and to put all of that to- 
gether with so many folks. So we are going to be trying some 
things a little differently than we have done in the past. 

I am anxious to have your suggestions. I know Mr. Smith is, as 
well. We want to facilitate all members being able to participate as 
much as you want in this committee. Now, as a result of that, I 
am going to have to be strict about the 5-minute rule and time lim- 
its, because when you have got this many people you just have to 
enforce those time limits to give the next folks a chance. But be- 
yond that, I look forward to having discussions with you all and 
hearing any suggestions that you may have on how we can facili- 
tate all members being able to participate. 

I would yield to the gentleman from Washington for any final 
comments that he might have. 

Mr. Smith. I have none. I think you covered it all very, very well. 
And I think we are going to have a great year. I look forward to 
working with all of you. Thank you. 

The Chairman. I agree with that. Thank you all for being here. 
Now we can get to work. No further business. The committee 
stands adjourned subject to the call of the chair. 

[Whereupon, at 10:20 a.m., the committee was adjourned.] 
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